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ſent me, becauſe 1 was fond | 

=. of Mr, Hutchinſon's Writings z and 
had been induced by them to ſtudy the 
Hebrew Language itſelf; The ſurprizing 
3 
— Be and e Soul ha: 
opened in the general Deſign: of the O 

eſtament, having given me great Satis- | 
faction, made me endeavour to perſuade 
you to entertain and improve yourſelf with 
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reading my favourite Author. Tho- you 


have often confeſſed, in general, that great 
Part of the Old T. is not made Common 
Senſe of in any Tranſlation we have, ot 
explained by any Commentator, yet you 
declined from your Age and Situation, the 


entering into a new Study, being yourſelf 
fully ſatisfied of the Truth, and, you hoped, 


ſufficiently inſtructed in the Nature of the 
Chriſtian Religion, and the Evidence it was 
to ſtand on; and did not doubt but the ſame 

Providence of God that hadhithertopreſerv- 


ed it. would ſtill do ſo, notwithſtanding 


the united Endeavours of Atheiſts, Clark- 
iſts, Sc. The odious Inſinuation, that if 
H. had advanced any thing new of real 


Conſequence, and made any important Diſ- 


coveries, that then the Clergy had been ne- 


gligent, at leaſt were ignorant of their oum 


Profeſſion, did not ruffle your candid Mind; 


as being an Argument addreſſed to the 
be taken at it, by ſomeyou uſed to tell me. 
would create a pretty frong underband Op- 
poſition, right or wrong ; as well as 22 ; 


an Handle to little Minds to juftify "eur / 
Neglect of his Writings, and to prejudice 
others againſt them, on the ſame Account. 
Tun Bhunts, Tindals, Tolands, and ſuch © 
Leviathans had made Sport with the Word 


of 
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„ 

of God, and ridiculed the Scriptures, and 
the 264 Doctrines, fo far a9 plain- 

ly ſaw the Majority were on their Side, but 
it was their Buſineſs to ſee to thoſe Things 
who were at the Head of Affairs; and ſitu- 
ated in populous Places where thoſe were 
numerous, to whom Church Authority, 
and the Fathers, were but Sport and Di- 
verſion ; and whom nothing but Reaſor: 
and Argument would ſatisfy ; telling them, 


Tenet of the Jewiſh Church, which perhaps 
was not true, and if it were, had no Au- 
thority in it, _ a direct Contradiction 
to the Principles of the Reformation, which. 
propoſe the Bible, the Bible 'for the Reli- 
ion of Proteſtants, only increafed their 
5 , and ſerved to raiſe the louder Laugh. 
He often has the Building of Babel, 
e. g. and the Confuſion of Tongues, been 
Diverſion to them and Confuſion of Face 
to us! Whether we conſider the Deſign of 
fe Rebuilding, or the Miracle ſuppoſed to be 
wrought, to prevent the carrying that De- 
ſign into Execution; how filly and ridicu- 
lous, how beyond Imagination, childiſh, 
is a Thought of building up to Heaven— — 
a Tower whoſe Top = reach to Heaven! 
They had Senſe and W 
the Rules of Architecture with Tools and 
„ & Ma Materials 


that this or that Explication was the avowed | 


it enough to inuent 


* 
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Materials for building, and actually did 
| a ry ge Fs 
that Kind e except a Pyramid or 
two in vet did ut N Aa 
could not 44 75 to * Moon, and 
ſtep into Heaven. And what were 0 to 
eee an Lot there ? Dethrone 
the Almi — — by Violence; 
ohe would E 5 And God himſelf is 
ſup pole 0 know no better, but that they 
et to Heaven this Way, and he loſe 
Bis 00 Colony he had ſaved from = Delu 


"9p an ay the Earth (as expreſſed, 1 


ſeattered abroad upon the Face of the Earth) 
and ſo comes down, and works a Miracle 
to prevent it; a Miracle of a moſt ſurpti- 
ſing and extraordins Nature, and which 
Includes a thouſand Miracles in it, This 
is making Idiots of the Projectors on the 
one _ and Men of a fine Genius and 
Pow fon Imagination on the other. But 
oon — of = (Tra found * Fol- 
29 — and the impofib ility of getting even to 
ouds, have convinced y were 

not in the right Road 3 and is 


it not ſetting the Dzvine Miſdom upon the 
ſame Level with that of theſe Idiots to ſup- 
' poſe him jealous of their Project, and 10 
come down to confound it by ſetting them 
gabling and babling at one another? i 
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beſt Way would have been to have "cons 


 whipt them as Children, Beſides there was 


no Confufion of Langu ges here; or abuve 
one regs 0 the World for many, ma- 
ny Years after this ;, That has been proved 
by Friends and Foes, I know no Piece of 
Folly that comes up to that of this Story, 
but the contending for the Authority of 
theſe blind Guides, who have led us into 
this Labyrinth of Nonſenſe: When the 
whole has been made Senſe and Truth of, 
and that by fair Conſtructions, ſupported 


by Authorities out of ſacred Scripture, But 


the Rabbies are call'd the Heads of a Church, 
and if ſacred Scripture cannot be explain- 
ed by the Heads of the Church, let it —- 
Tux ſetting.up the Angels as Centinels 
round an Apple Tree in Paradiſe, and mak 
ing our firſt Parents, a Cong of Play- 
things for the Creator in his Pleaſure-Gar- 
den, and then turning them out of it in a 
Pet for ſtealing an Apple; (for which beau- 
tiful Account of Things, we are obliged to 
the avowed Tenets of the Apoſtate Jcus, 


called by their Friend in his. Apology, the Jeu- 


Church, and coupled with the Primitive 
Chriſtian Church jſcarce comes up tothe Fol- 
ly and Stupidity. of the other, or repreſent the 
Wiſdom of God in a more * 

„ View; 
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View; and if Mr. Hutchinſon had not diſ- 


pelled thoſe Clouds of Darkneſs which the 


ons in, I ſhould have trembled to have made 
ſo free with them, but have left them, as 
what I did not underſtand, as it is plain, 
the Tranſlators, miſguided by the Jewiſb 
Doctors, did not. | 


Wr have talked. over the firſt Chapter 


of Genefis; you have endeavoured to make 
Senſe of the firſt Word of the Bible; I have 
aſked you, In the Beginning of what, God 
created? In the Beginning of the. World, 
God created the World! you did not like 
this. Inthe Beginning of Time, God creat- 
ed the World, ſounded better to your Ears; 


but as Time began with the World, and is 


only the Meaſure of its Duration; to ſay, 
The World was created in the Beginning of 
Time, or that, Things wore created in t 

3 Things, is, as if an Hiſtorian 
was by Way of Exordium to tell us, —In 
the Beginning of his Life, as born the great 
Man, whoſe * 5 &c, Conſult your Friend 


the Apologi/t on this Head; aſk him the 


Queſtion I have put to you, and let him in- 
form you, if he can, ⁊ubere Mr. Hutchinſon 
tranſlates it in the Summit! would not the 


Place bear mentioning ? Mr, Hutchinſon, in 


Hebrew Writings Perfett, tells us, and 


cites 


Apoflates enveloped theſe great Tranſacti- 
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cites Authorities, that ry w is Chieſ, of 
that which the Context ſpeaks of: He had 
proved at large, that when Moſes wrote, the 
far greater Part of the World had ſet up 
the Fluid of the Air for 19x; worſhiped - 
and facrificed to it, and the three Condi- 
tions it ſubſiſts on, and acts by; ſo Moſes 
begins his Hiſtory of the Creation and For- 
mation of their Aleim ; or his Deſcription 
of the real Powers in the Air, with ſay⸗ 
ing, the Aleim of the chief Eſſence created 

Things; and inter al, their Aleim which 
were the Heavens; which is an inferior 
and ſecondary Subſtance. If he had not 
liked. this, he ſhould have confuted it, and 
not fathered a Piece of Nonſenſe of I do 
not know whoſe upon him: I wiſh we may 
ind this the only Occaſion of taxing r 
your, Friend's Haſtineſs or Infincerity, or 
both, in a Willingneſs to carp, without 

Bur to go on: The firſt Word is not 
Senſe, as tranſlated by the Jewiſb and Chri- 
ſian Churches, how many Objections have 
been raiſed, and by whom anſwered, on 
Moſes's making Light ſubſiſt three Days 
before the Sun; on his placing a Body of 
Waters above the Firmament; placing Sun, 


Moon and Stars in the Firmament; mak- _ 


tars to. 
receive 


ing the Moon a great Light ; the 8 
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receive their 1:ight from the Sun, Gr. how 


cd haye Friends been to find out the 


in do And what Diverſion a 
tothe Enemy? Theſe Windows were 
ed for Waters to come through them 10 
drown the Earth at the Flood; according 
to Moſes, as now underſtood and tranſlat- 
ed, thoſe Waters were ahove the Firma- 
ment, be/ow.or within which, he has really 


ed the Stars: — not the learned 


enkins (whom I much reſpe& and eſteem) 


or your good-Friend, have found this: one 


Inſtance more, of ſomething not conſiſtent 


with ide preſent Notions of Philoſophy! 


I think they tell us that a Cannon Ball, 


be yr 6 5 when firſt ow” would | 
4 ears a getting to the near - 
eſt 32 2 what a ce muſt theſe 

Waters travel at to get beyond the further- 
moſt of them all in a Day 's Time. They 

might come tumbling we * s a little 
faſter than they got up the ut muſt 


1 have made a pretty Kd of Halte to per. 
„ form ſo Join a Journey in ſo little a Time 


. either Way; the common Nonſenſe of 


Moſes's Writing ad Captum Vulgi, or 'ac- 


cor ding to Appearance, will not do here, 


| | neo ſuch Waters appear above the Firma- 


ment. If you make theſe Waters to be 
Tacoma then he talks directly againſt 


. | "APY 


JJ T . ² a vw. AS cot eu a> Ar. enen. My 


Tt GRE CH BW 


. ¾ ,, ͤ , , , Reo > oR. 


41 


Appearance; every Child ſees they are not 


above the Firmament, and but a very little 


Way within it: The naked Eye tells us, 
they are far below the Moon, much more 
below the Stars. And though every Coffee 
Houſe in Town, and within ten Miles of 
it, ſounds all Day long with the Nonſenſe, 


Gc, of the Moſaic Account; and every 


Bookſeller's Shop, almoſt in London, ſwarms 
with Books, new and old, to ridicule it, 


and who have demon/irated theſe and many 
other Things, to be contrary not only ew» 


to the ſtated Laws of Nature, but of Pro- 
WORE and common Senſe alſo, yet your 
Friend knows nothing of the Matter, it is 


an over-/iberal injudicious Conceſſion to the 


Enemy, learned Men have ſhewn this ſup- 
poſed Repugnancy- to be imaginary and 
groundleſs ; and would but ſuch forward 


Fellows as H. and the Editors, but be eaſy, 


and not put Things into the Heads of the 
Enemy, all would be well; but it is their 


Clamours has raiſed the Devil; we are 


contented to be the Jeſt of Unbelievers, but 


muſt we be made ſo of Chriſtians too, un- 
leſs we begin-our A. B. C. þ. no, no, 


we will take care and ſtop their Republi- 


cation of ſuch . Books ; fo ſeems their 
Apologiſt to reaſon, coupling himſelf with 
his Betters, without any Leave or Autho- 
B — 


1 
2 8 
" ho : 


4 
rity from them, and making the ſuperior 
Clergy, to whom H. always paid the 
greatelt Reſpect, Parties in his petty Ca- 


vils; and though H. may have expreſ- 


ed himſelf with ſome Warmth, having 
his Eye upon one or two eminent Clergy- 
men then living, whom he looked on as 
backward Friends, in which he did no 
more, nor indeed ſo much, as many of 


the ſuperior Clergy did by themſelves, 


yet no Man living ever paid a greater De- 
ference to the Order, or perhaps received 
mort per ſonal Reſpect from ſome of the 
higheſt of the Order; I ſpeak this upon 
certain Knowledge, that he did ; and it is 
little and mean, to harangue upon ſuch Ex- 


pteſſions, and inſolent to pretend to apologize 


for the ſuperior Clergy, and defend them 
from a-Charge no ways aimed at them, 
The Editors, by their Advertiſement, ſeem 
to have applied themſelves to one or more 
Perſons eminent in the Eye of the World, on 


Account of their Learning, and Station in 


the Church, for their Opinion of Mr. Hutch- 


inſon's Writings, and if they did it with as 


much Modeſty and Deference in private, 
as they have done in publick, the contrary 
of which is not to be preſumed upon Sur- 
miſe only, I truſt, no impartial Perſon will 
judge they havedemeaned themſelves __ 
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hat that is an Affair 1 know nenen of, ſo 


leave it to themſelves; hat is before the 
Publick we may all judge of, and that and 
what follows in the Apology 1 ſhall now 
come to, there being ſome Particulars in 


your Friend's Performance which deſerve 


a Conſideration, and which yougawnl ” 

dulge me in ſpeaking freely upon, and 
though I cannot perſuade you to feed your- 
ſelf or Congregation with Bread made of 
Hebrew Roots; yet you muſt bear with me 
while I give you my Reaſons why I con- 


tinue to eat it myſelf, notwithſtandingwhat 


your Friend has ſaid againſt it. His Rab- 
binical Roots are the Apples of Sodom, the 


Hebrew are the Seed, the Word of God. 


You R Friend has made an unlucky - 
Choice of a Text by way of Motto, 
which is a Reflection upon all that follows, 
David, (1 Sam. 17.) by a divine Impulſe 
upon his Mind to Ze the great Enemy of 
the People of God, whom! he had juſt. 
heard defying their God and them ; de- 
clares his; Reſolution to do ſo in publick. 
This is carried to Saul, who doubtleſs muſt 


think the Hand of God: was in it; for a 


Boy to undertake with ſo much Conkdence 
of Succeſs, what hismighty Men all trembled 
at, and the Prediction of one or 70 great 

| „ Enemies 
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Enemies to fall by David's Hands, in the 
miraculous Delivery of a Lion and a Bear 
into them by Almighty God, in that Age 
of Wonders, which David related as the 
Ground of his Confidence, naturally a- 
wakened Sgul's Attention, and he cloathed 


the Hero in his own Armour; Da- 
vid tries to make uſe of them, but being 
unacquainted with the Weapons of War, 
ou them off, and reſolves to leave the 
vent to a Miracle, I cannot go with thoſe, 
ſays David, for I have not proved them; ſo 
faith your Friend, with Regard to Mr, 
Hs Writings. The Parallel to proving or 
trying the Armour in David, is reading and 
examining H's Arguments, or what js the 
Parallel? It is in truth a very modeſt Anſwer 
then.“ I have not examined H. (ol declare 
he is not in the right; his Arguments 
** like Saul's Sword and Helmet are not fit 
e for me to fight the Enemy with, which 
*« 1] declare, becauſe I do not know what 
they are. I have not proved them : Why 
did [declare againſt them then? What hin- 
dered I from examining them firſt? Am ] 
ſo prudent to declare to the World that 1 
reject them, becauſe I have not proved (tried 
or examined) them] modeſt this truly! but 
perhaps I am aſſured by ſomething within, 
DE as 
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ment have e the Mark, in cuning that 


[ 13 ] 
as David was, that God will miraclouſly 
ſupport me, and I ſhall prevail without the 
Weapons of the King of J/rae/, againſt his 
Fnem = Matte Virtute, Go and freſper, 


Lord ſhall deliver An into thine 
Hand. | : 
| Lzavino the Editers to Hank 
Friend for his Compliments to them,. I 
might likewiſe leave what he has faid about 
their Advertiſement to them alſo, but the 
Contradiclion in what he ſays is ſo glaring, 
that I don't point it out to you, as if you 
had not ſeen it, but to ſhew you that your 
Friend is not ſo well pleaſed with them, 
as his ſeeming Complaiſance would make 
you think : Anger ſtifled within clouded 
is Underſtanding, or he muſt have ſeen it 


| bieſelf. They p. 5. (the Editors) confeſs that 


it has been inſinuated to them, by Perſons 
* eminent, for their Learning and Station 
jn the Church, that they had Objections 
« which would enti rely overthrow Mr. 
« H's. whole Plan.” Was it not their 
Duty then—to haue paid ſo ſmall a Com- 

liment to their Judgment, as to take ſome 
publick Notice, that theſe Objettions had been 
made? And the Advertiſers in my Judg- 


they 


[ 14 ] 


they. were informed ſuch material Objections 


had been made ſince they do not offer at the 
leaſt: Shadew of a Reply; and fo leave the 
Reader to conclude, that the Object; ons wwhich 
were made, are unanſwerable, p. 6, 1, 29. 1 


can eaſily conceive therefore that theſe eminent 


Per ſons the Objettors might not care to ac- 
' quaint the Advertiſers with ther Objections, 
c., 

Her is back Stroke and ſore Stroke 
with a Vengeance; the Odjefors had good 
Reaſons not to acquaint the Advertiſers with 
their Objections in publick or private, but 
the Editors are much to blame in not an- 
ſwering, or ſo, much as offering at the læaſi 
Shadow of a Reply to thoſe Objections, which 


they were never acquainted with ; and whigh 


they were not acquainted; with, becauſe 
they did not apply for them properly and 
at a ſeaſonable Hour, and for other weighty 
| Reaſons which you may read, p. 6, 7. 


The Editors have overſhot them elves in 
owning ſuch Objections were made, which 


they do own, becauſe they declare the Ob- 


jeclions were not made to them, or ever came 


to their Knowledge ; They ſay, © ſome 
eminent Perſons have thought fit to in- 
* ſinuate, os if they had Objections, Gc.“ 
and then, 4 with al * Submiſſion 
* and 


« and Deference to thoſe great Men, hum- 
* bly requeſt that they will be pleaſed to 
* publiſh their Objections, and if upon 


Examination, they ſhall really be of that 


Force as to admit of no fair and full An- 
« ſwer, they will deſiſt from their De- 
« ſign.” This is owning that hey were 
informed, ſuch material Objections had been 
made, and giving the World Room to 
think the Objections are nan ſwerable, be- 
cauſe the Editors have not attempted the 
Swadow of a Reply. They are not fo cun- 
ning as the Apel ge to anſwer Arguments 
they have never ſeen; and too modeſt to do 
by thoſe eminent Perſons, as he has by Mr. 
H, to undertake a Confatation of what 


they wrote before they have ſeen it. 


Your Friend blames the Editors both for 
not getting, and not anſwering the Ob- 
jections, and puts the Caſe himſelf, 

If it be ſaid that the Advertiſers were not 
favoured by thoſe learned Perſons with the 
Sublance and Purport of their Objeftions, © 


Wuy' ſhould he ſuppoſe it to be ſaid 


fo, when he has aſſerted the Ohjections were 
made, and blamed the Editors fot want of 
Deference to the judgment of thoſe great 
Perſons, ſo far as not to attempt the Shadow 
of a Reply! and, if it may be ſaid, the 
Editors were not favoured with thoſe Ob- 
” | jections, 


Sk af 6-14) 


„ 
jections, which his Apo/ogy for the great- 
Per ſaus not favouring them with them, does 
ſuppoſe, then where is his Modeſty in tax- 
ing the Editors with want of Deference and 
| Reſpect to the great Perſons, and with be- 
traying their own Undertaking to the Cen- 
ſure of the World, in giving it Room, to 
t!.ink by their Silence, there were unan. 
ſtuerable Objedlious made, which they could 
not, becauſe they did nt anſwer. What 
Figure am I to call this, of making a Man 
ſay, yes, becauſc he ſays o; and what is it 
makes your Friend talk backward and for- 
ward in this Manner; and is it want of 
Charity or Senſe that makes him condemn 
the Editors for not anſwering or attempting 
to anſwer Objections, they and he too, con- 
feſs they have never ſeen; and to obtain a 
Sight of which the Advertiſement was pub- 
ified, What follows about the Editors is 
in the Stamp with what we have been a 
conſidering , and let them defend them- 
ſclves, I ſhall paſs on to the Objections. to 
the Hutchinjonian Plan. 
Youk Friend takes up 


9, 10, with 


Citations out of the Proferak about the Phi- 
loſophy of the Scriptures, and Objections 
from thence againſt the Veracity of the 
Scriptures, and aiks, What ęſtabliſbed Laws 
Nature they are to which the Scripture 
as 


1271 


as they are tranſlated, are apparently repug- 
| nant, Had he looked where the Propoſals 
refer him, he might eaſily have informed 
himſelf ; but the Propoſals point out one In- 
ſtance, when the Scriptures aſcribe Motion 
to the Sun, which your Friend cites and ap- 
peals to every reaſonable and unprejudiced 
natural Philoſopher, whether ſuch Expreſ- 
ſions as the Sun's iing and ſetting, running 
from one End of Heaven to the other, beat- 
ing on the Head of Jonas, &c. may not fair- 
ly be-reconciled to the eftabliſhed Laws of Na- 
ture, The Sun is fixed, and moves not 
from its Place, this is an effabh/hed Law of 
Nature ; now what does he mean by re- 
| conciling an Expreſſion that fays, the Sun 
moves, to a Law that hath fixed it? if he 
can make moving. and Js till be the 
lame thing, as he did yes and no juſt now, 
he may reconcile theſe Contrarieties; in 
the mean Time, ſince we are to poll for it, I 
leave it to every Perſon who has common, 
Senſe, whether movi 
are not Contraries ; and as to theſe Ex- 
preſſions being an in/uperable Objefion to 
the Philoſophy of the Scriptures, J appre- 
hend they are directly contrary to true Phi... 
L:fophy, and that if Scripture (as according 
to your Friend, and the Tranſlations, it does) 
do aſſert the Sun moves, it aſſerts what is 


ng and ſanding ſtill | 


* >) ñ — 


{ 18 5 
b in Fact, and ſo aſſerts what is not trug 
hiloſophy ; and what other Gear can 
there be x agatalt the Philoſophy o Scripture, 
than that it is falſe ? and 5 it not an in- 


ſup rable Objection to a Thing's being 


Ahn it is falſe? Your Friend don't 2 
take the Meanir his own Words; it 
may admit of a 'Difpute whether thoſe Ex- 
preſſions which aſcribe Motion to the Sun 
may prejudice the Infallibility and Autho- 
rity of Scripture, becauſe it may be ſaid, that 
theScripturesdid not intend to aſſertany thing 
pro or con the Queſtion of the Sun's Motion 
15 85 ſpoke 3 ee Phraſe; but 
to ſay ſuch Expreſſions are reconcileable to 


the Laws of Nature, which ſay the yery 


reverſe, ſhews the Man did not know what 
he was talking about, But the Fact is 
quite otherwiſe; Mankind were much bet- 
ter Philoſophers when the Scriptures were 
wrote than now ; and the Scriptures do 
affirm the Earth moves, in many Fele and 
by a Variety of Expreſſions, wad it 23 
have been agreeable to the Rules in Diſpy- 
tation, if your Friend would firſt hape 
heard before he had anſwered H, 

His next Objection is a meer Cavil. The 
Propoſals urge, that Sour Tranſlators by 
the margina Reading do confeſs, that 


many Words, which fu have * % | 


PS 


wy r 9 


A 
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another Senſe more conform to true Philo- 


ſophy, therefore the Editors confeſs too much, 


lays the 57 iſt, for if thc marginal Rea- 


ding could uot bg reconciled to their then pre- 
ſent Notions, and if the Tranſlators baue 


given 4 two-fold Verfion of many Hebrew 
Words, Why ſhould the wrong Verſion be al- 
lowed to and in the Way, and to be an in- 
ſaperable Objection to the Authority of the 


Scriptures, and the right be excluded from 


being a Proof of their Authority ? 


. CANNOT your Friend ſee that this #109- 


fold Verfion is urged as a Proof of the Au- 


thority of the Scriptures in Matters of 


Philoſophy, ſince the Tranſlators have given 
a better Senſe to many Words in the Mar- 


gin than in the Text, being, biaſſed by the 
then falſe prevailing Notions of Philoſophy | 


but then the Many, they have given a dou- 
ble Ver ion to, bears but a ſmall Propor- 
tion to the Numbers that want to be better 
underſtood : H. takes in thoſe the Tran- 


lators durſt not put into the Text, and cor- 


refs the reſt : The two-fold Verſion cans 

not be true; one or the other is falſe, _ 
Your Friend miſtakes the Point in Diſ- 

pute, the Infalibality of Scripture, depends 


not on any Tranſlation, but its Credit with 
Enemies will 1 on the Wr 


wrong Turn to in the Fext, would beaf 


Oo 
C- m4 2 160 K. HOW 


„„ 
the Clergy gy or Chriſtians in General put up- 
on it, no Infidel can ever be perſuaded 5 
believe that that is Scripture, or the infalli- 
ble Word of God, which they confeſs they 


cannot reconcile to Truth or make Sen 


of. It may be the Word of God, but un- 


leſs we make Senſe and Truth of it, and 
that by fair Sonſtruction, we can't urge it 
as ſuch ; and it is Scripture no further to 
us than we can prove its Meaning, and clear 
that Meaning from the Objections of the Ad- 
verſary, _ „ 
Bur the main Error is ſtill behind; and 
we have it, p. 11. at Top; that the Auths- 
rity of Scripture is made dependant to ile 


Meaning of the Editors upon the preſent pri- 


vailng Syſtem of” natural Philoſophy. © 

I told you Gere your F vx xl fight- 
ing without knowing with whom, or againſt 
what; this comes < undertaking to confute 
what he has Leave never to. read, nothing 
leſs than eſtabliſhing the preſent, or Newts 
nian Syſtem of Philoſophy was in H's 
Mind, or, as far as I can judge, in the In- 
tention of the Editors ; much leſs making 
Scripture ſubſervient to that Philoſophy, of 
to any; but to make all Philoſophy depend 
on the Scriptures, - A Vacuum and 0c- 


cult Qualities, Virtues iſſuing out of ſolid 


Orbs, and the other Dreams of the modem 


r MH TOO RW 


* 2 
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Earth, was not a ' Newtonian Di 
N long before 


Philoſophy, are as far from the Senſe'of 
Scripture, 'as conſtrued by H. as the Mo- 
tion of the Sun is. The Motion 'of the 


nor is any ee hut was Aemomſtrateu 
on to call himſelf a Philoſopher. 


No Man ever made any thing more ridi- 
Ai en H. has fie wn the Newtonian or 


preſent Syſtem of Philoſophy! to be; but 


your Friend hath not read L. had he known 


What the preſent Syſtem of Philoſophy is, 
he Calc f bar bens fe ſeen, that gr hen 


Proj ofals tranſcribe from H. and Bom a a 


40 a Biſb Which is extracted out 
of H's ſecond Fart 

is diametrically o ele 
the Newtonian Philo : 1 

Vox e ſay; 10 bel . you, 
= Tar the 7 tures ure en 
2 even « Newtonian Phi 

out a e th Holy Penmen were 

Hen in natural Things, becuuſe be can- 


111 4. 


= 55 ſo well aſſured that Sir YageNewtor!s . 


Ez 3s true, 'as he is that the Philoſophy of © 


fr be that hat it "may, e the Ward 
0 | 12 * 1 
4 hope he is better affured that the Scrip- 


tutes are the Word of God, en he is, 


: that 8 Newtonian Syſtem is true. But 
: ſuppoſe 


. 


Taue Newton | had the Pre- 
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"T0 3 
» ſuppoſe he has demonſtrated to himich, e. g. 
that the Earth moves, and that there is 4 
Vacuum; and he ſees Scripture, as far as 
he knows, aſſert the Motion of the Sun 
and a Plenum, can he then be as ſure, that 
this Philoſopl is (he ſhould not have ſaid, 
the Word, but the Senſe of) the Word of 
God? Suppoſe ſo, will he ſet the Aſſertions 
of Scripture againſt ſuch Demonſtrations ? + 
to which will —.— the Preference? ill 
be ſay the: Holy Penmen were not miſtaken in 
natural Things ? If he do fo, Infidels will 
not; they will laugh, and put him on dif- 
proving their Demonſtrations ; or elſe he 
muſt give up the Authority of Scripture in 
_ thoſe Points, and unſay what he ſays, above 
of the holy Penmen being miſtaken in na- 
tor LR - oi ade}. 
To anſwer the Queſtions in p. 12, 13. 
I muſt tranſcribe two or three Volumes of 
H's, Ifhe will read, I truſt he will have 
ſatisfactory Anſwers to all Queries, 0 5 
73 n that his Fear of 0 ſe 
of Scripture by imaginary Mziſreprefentations 
will eilt 1 — — „ 
II. has furniſhed us with, he muſt let it 
alone. He aſks what Te and Criterion i? 
1 to guard againſt the Sallies of a 
ively Imagination? Why the Uniformity 
Ace whole 3 the Mans: e 


bn. Sd —— . c , ĩ DO pon les 2 


long to tranſcribe here, and he may 


[233] 


the Hebrew Tongue, cum multis'allis, too 


every Teſt he had of uſe to that Purpoſe 


before. If one Word have but one leading 


Idea throughout the Bible, which H. Has 


ſhewyn to R of the Hebrew 


Tongue, that is a ſtrong Check upon the 
Sallies of Imagination; and will enable us 
to controul the roving, ramblin 4 75 Spirit of 
the Apoſtates, who have proved, quid libet 
ex quolibet; have made every ery Thing of woe 
Thing, and any Thing of every Thing. 
the Language be looſe, vague and uncertainy 
the ſame Word ſignify ten different Things 
and in many Places, the direct reverſe o 
what it does in others, as as thoſe Wretches 
called Rabbzes, and (in Spight of the Pro- 
phets, of Chriſt, of the Apoſtles Hiſtory, 
and common Senſe) dubbed with the Title 


of the Church, have taught us, then ma 


nat only Imagination, but Judgment likewiſe 
wander till they are weary, having no 
Bounds to confine them; But if the Re- 


verſe of this be the Caſe, Certainty and Con- 


viclion will be the Fruits of Words and Rules 


fixed, certain and clear: But the Miſ- 


fortune is, a Chriſtian has given us the lat- 
ter, who has examined and made uſe of 


| ay Thing, writ upon the Scriptures that 


has come down to us; and the former we 
. fake 


f 243 


take upon the Authority of the Church of 


Satan; a. People wicked, malicious, ig- 
norant, Enemies; who had not the Helps 
to underſtand the Language that we have. 
Hebrew had been a dead Language, eight 
or nine hundred Years, when they firſt be- 
gan, as far as we know to the Contrary, 
to invent their Rules of Grammar, and 
Pointing. The LXX. is an indiſputable 
Proof of what Skill their Fathers had fo 
many hundseds of Years before, in the 
_ Scriptures: Though that Performance be 


of infinite Service, the Scriptures being ſa 


ordered by the all-ſceing Eye; that they 


could not be tranſlated without giving every 


Word of Conſequence its true Senſe in 
many Places; yet the Ignorance or Ma- 
lice of thoſe who made that Tranſlation, 
during the Time that they were the Church 
of God, may eaſily teach us what we are 


to expect from thoſe who came hundreds of 


Years afterwards when the Spirit of God 
had forſaken them, and Oppoſition to 
Chriſtianity made them write, ſay and da 
any Thing, . 

Suppoſe, ſays your Friend, that it (Mr. 
H's Phyfco-Theology) were infallible, and 
not liable to Abuſe, yet whom will an Argu- 
ment fre upon theſe Principles con. 


vince 
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| Is we can't convince Gain-ſayers by 


Arguments that are infallible, what May 


would be convince them by? 
Not thoſe certainly; who will not be 
perſuaded by the more poſitive and literal De- 
clarutions of Scree. 
 Pr1Los0PHICAL and Hieroglyphical 
Arguments are as po/itive as what he calls, 
literal Declarations ; and Hieroglyphicks 


were all the Writing Mankind had, till Let= | 


ters were revealed by Moſes ; and the literal 
Declaraticns are in Words whoſe Ideas we 


muſt fetch in from Objects of Senſe. The _ 


Soul is limited to receive. its, Information 
through the Organs of the Body, and Words 


being only Subſtitutes of the Ideas con- 
veyed through thoſe Organs; we muſt un- 


derſtand the Nature of 'Things before thoſe 


Words can inſtruct us; and this is what St. 


Paul ſays, that the inviſible Things of God, 


viz. bis eternal Power and Godhead, are ſeen, 


being underſtcod, by the Things that are 
made, 


ſo there is no underſtanding a {eral 
Account till you have, by Philoſophy, the 
Ideas of the Words. What thoſe Things 
that are made are, which are to help us to 
underſtand and ſee the inviſible Things of 
God, was the Intent and Drift of H's un- 


dlertaking to point out from the Scriptures. 


If"atural Philoſophy be wuerde 
D | will 
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Type of the 
. in the propoſals” © that our Lord, 


„ jn the new 


PE 


[ 26 ] 
will ſtand upon Demonſtration ; but his 
Phyſico-Theology it ſeem is not true, for 


3 


Pacer 145 The material Spirit is not the 


ly and immaterial Spirit. It is 


“ explains the Operations of the holy Spirit 

l Auch by the Actions ls 
Effects of his Type, the material Spi- 
« rit, But tbis Argument proves tco much, 
ſays the Apologiſt, this Argument is not the 
hundreth Part of the Evidence produced by 


II. The Propoſals are only a ſhort Extract, 


detached from 5 Evidence and Illuftration; 


but why does it prove too much? 

Becauſe this will be a Reaſon why I ſhould 
believe all other Things to be Types alſo of the 
Holy Spirit to which our Saviour has compar- 
ed the ſame Operations, and in ſhort to con- 
cerve every Similitude to be a Type, wherein 
natural Things are by him compared to the 


| Myſteries of Religion. © 


AGREED ; every Similitude is a Top. 
t 


and the Myſtery muſt hold true in 


Vꝛne Spirit in the Propagation of the Goſpel, 


Reſpect in. which it is compared to it, nor 


can we have any Deſcription of a Myſtery 


but by ſome Similitude ; Ideas are all na- 
tural ; and Myſteries ſpiritual. But, 
The ſecret and inviſible Wor kings of the di- 


are 


} 


LI 15 the Earth, — 


| 9 of the Goſpel 
the Texts again; a ad ſays our 


Reſpect 


(2 ] 


| are af other Times compared Fo thiFerce tible — 
and "i y Growth of Vegetables; toa Grain 


ard Seed, Matt. Iz - 31, 32. to Corn 

45 ings up and 

rows, we know uot how. Dues it not fol- 
2 therefore on H's Principles, that 25 


Grain q, Muſtard Seed, and all other Seeds 


likewiſe, were intended by Chriſt to 1 
ed by us the Correſpondent natural Types of 
the Holy Ghoſt. 


Do you think, Sir, your Friend doth not 


know how to conſtrue better ? if he does 


not, I am ſorry for him; and ſhould wonder 


who ſethim up for an Apologi/t ; if he be 
only playing with us, and knew better, I- 


think it mightily out of Seaſon, What is 
con edhere tothe Growth of Vegetables? 
Operation of the hol Spirit, but the 

* him look at 


Lord though very ſmall, ſoon becomes A 
very great Tree, and the Kingdom of 
Heaven is like unto a Muſtard- Seed; and 
from a ſmall Beginning, like the ather, ſhall 
quickly ſpread far and wide ; and like a 
Seed grow continually in a Manner un per- 
— our Lord ſays, it is the Kingdom of 
Heaven that he compares to the Growth of 
a Seed; and the Analogy, ſhews in what 
rain of Seed can't grow with- 

WS. | out 


| [ '; on 


out the material Spirit, nor the Seed of 


God without the Aſſiſtance and Influence 
of the holy Spirit ; ſo that this Text, inſtead 
of being a Diſproof, is another direct Proof 
of a Parallel drawn between the material 
and immaterial Spirit, The Goſpel | is the 
Seed; the Growth of the one, is the Pro- 


FIR of the other; and it is the Spirit 


at gives the Increaſe in both Coen) 
So again, from Ecclef, 11, 


: Friend argues, Thatthe Worksof Gol Golar 8 


% compared to the Way or Motion of the 
© Wind, and to the Growth of the Fœtus in 
* the Womb; as thou knoweſt not the Way 1 
6 the Spirit or Wind, nor how the Bones 

* grow in the Womb of her that is with 


% Child; even ſo thou knoweſt not the Works 


e of God who maketh all: Here is another 
* correſpondent natural Ty not con- 
* fined to the third Perſon only in the uw 
* head, but extended to them all,” 

Ex TENDED to them all, though not 
one of them is ſo much as hinted at in the 
Compariſon; thou knoweft not, ſays Solomon, 
the Way of the Mind or Spirit, even fo thou 
knoweſt not the Works of God ; as you are 


ignorant of the one, you are i >norant of the 


other, therefore, the Works of God are com- 


pared to the Spirit, therefore to all the three 
Perſons of the Trinity? Does "thi 


[29] 

any Thing further to ſhew the extreme 
Fotility of ſuch Reaſoning ? Did not you 
1550. your Friend's Way of Writing, and 
had ſome private Reaſons for thinking he 
was doing his beſt, I queſtion whether you 
would 150 think the Eier had ſet up a 
Perſon to play boo 

THERE is the Jumble of Ideas in 
his Reaſoning in the next Page, which I 
ſhall paſs over, 


Page 16. St. Paul aa us from the 
intricate and laborious Enquiries f Pbilo- 


Ae ux Friend ſhould have added, and 
vain Deceit, as it is in one Place, and Fal- 
fly fo called, in another; and then his Argu- 
ment would prove juſt nothing; you muſt 
not ſtudy the true Philoſophy becauſe you 
muſt not ſtudy the falſe; for there has 
been a falſe Philoſo hy a long Time in the 
World. If the Editors Argumens prove 
too much; the 9 . s don't prove 
enough. The Boo Nature is only to 
be read in Hebrenw, it is in the Bible, 
Bur we are now, page 16, to conſider 
ah tbe Philoſophical Argument made 
uſe of by H, in Su apr of the Doctrine of 
the Z rinity be, concluſive and juſt 
Ap this Argument i is Þ be anſwered - 
from an Extract that has not ſo many Lines 
in 


1 ] 
in it as H. has Sheets upon the Subject; 
were we afraid, (as it ſhews the Clergy have 
not hitherto underſtood their Trade) to look 
at it in its full Proportion, to 2 it 
round, and ſee what it could ſay for itſelf? 
However, naked as it ſtands, your Friend 
allows it an ingenious Illuſtration; and thinks 
it like that of ſome of the Fathers, who 
compare the firſt Perſon to the Sun, the 
ſecond to a Ray of Light, the holy Spirit 
to the Heat ; and they are called judicious, 
in not urging this as a direct Proof, but per- 


tinent Illuſtration only: It had been more 


judicious not to have drawn a Compariſon 
at all, that derogates ſo much from the Co- 
equality of the Perſons ; it makes the third 
Perſon but as an Efe# ; the Conſequence | 
ol the Action of Light which 10arms ; and 
the Son, either a Minute Part, or not all 
diſtinct from the Father : Had H. done ſo, 
all bad been well; but an Affedlation of Sin- 
gularity.— Here lies the Core; hinc illa 
Lacryme, It he be in the right, what have 
we been about, and what ſhall we appear 
in the Eyes of the World, for having ſo 
long neglected even to read him? what 
becomes of the Fatbers in whoſe Shoes we 
ſtand? Wherever ſelf ſtands above Truth, 
there his Aﬀettation of Singularity that is, 
his leaving the old Road of Church Autho- 
. 3 rity, 


„„ 
rity, this muſt be right, becauſe it is the a- 
vowed Tenet of the Jewiſh and Chriſtian 


Church, will be an inſuperable Objection. 


But what is advanced by the Propoſals, 
on this Same Philoſophical Argument, and 


pronounced to be a ſenjible Demonſtration, in- 
ſtead of being proved, is rather begged or af- 

_ ſumed. ; : 
Vo Friend is much in the Right of it; 


the Propoſals do aſſume it: What elſe could 
they do? but they refer to where it isproved 
at large. Now for your Friend's Objection, 
which, if it will be well proved, would 
be to the Purpoſe indeed. Page 18. If 
theſe Terms, (Fire, Light, Spirit) are uſed 
promiſcuouſiy of the Three divine Perſons ; 


then they can neither expreſs by their Names, 
that they are Emblems ;, nor by their Condi- 


tions of what they are Emblems ; this I allow, 
and let us fee the Proof. 5 
Fire.— It is not the firſt, but the ſecond 
Perſon, or Word, who is ſo called. The Places 
where this Appellation 1s originally given are, 
Deut. 4. 24. 9, 3. in the former of which, 
the.God ſpoken of, is the Lord God, which 
made a Covenant with the Iſraelites; — But 
this Covenant was given by the Angel, Acts 
7. 38.— i. e. God the Son, the ſecond Perſon 
in the Trinity. In the latter it is ſaid, the 
Lord thy God goeih over Jordan before thee, 
a con- 


/ 


TIRE 
a conſuming Fire; but the divine Perſui 
who conducted the Iſraclites into Canaan, 
was not the Father ; for be had peremptorily 
refuſed to go with them, Exod. 33. 3, and 
conſigned them over to the Guidance and Pro- 
teclion of his Angel; i. e. the Word or Son. 
Ons Part of this Argument will help 
me to anſwer the other. It is aſſerted to be 
the Father who ſpeaks, Exod, 33. 1, 3. 
and fo is the ſame Perſon ſpoken of, Deut. 
4. 24. which appeaas by comparing the 
Texts.— The Perſon who gave them the 
Law, is the ſame Perſon who refuſed, i. e. 
threatned not, 70 go with them, Exod. 33. 
for the Perſon or Perſons, who gave them 
the Law, is the ſame who ſwore to their 
Fathers to give them the Land of Canaan, 
and to fend his Angel before them ; Exod. 
20. 2. I am the Lord thy God which brought 
thee out of the Land of Egypt, &c. Con- 
tinues his Diſcourſe to Ch. 23. and 20. and 
then ſays, Behold I ſend an Angel before tber 
to keep thee in the Way.— My Name is in ham, 
If then it be the Father who ſays, Exod. 33. 
I will ſend an Angel before tbem; it is the 
Father who gave them the Law, becauſe 
he who gave them the Law, . promiſed to 
| ſend the Angel; and, ſince according to 
your Fricnd, he who gave them the Law, 
is he who brought them into. Saen, he 
a 
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has himſelf furniſhed us with an Anſwer 
to his own Argument, He miſtakes Exod, 
33. 3. God only threatens not to go with 
them, on the Account of the Calf which 
Aaron made, God flew many of them on 

this great Revolt, and ſays to Moſes, v. 1. 
depart, and go up bence, thou umd the People 
to the Land which T fware unto Abraham, 


| ſaying, unto thy Seed will J give it, and . 


will ſend an Angel before thee for I will. 
not go up with thee, for thou art a ſtiſt neck- 
ed Prupie; le I conſume thee in the Way, 
as if he had ſaid, Go up by yourſelves; 


"at you have made 7 other Gods, and 
rejected me, I did promiſe to ſend an 


« Angel before thee, to conquer your Ene- 
© mies, but I will have kg 4 with 
you, go up by yourſelves,” On this the 
People mourned, and Mofes, as related in 
the Chapter immediately before this; goes 
up to the Lord, obtains the People's Par- 
don, and a Promiſe of God's going with - 
them, v. 34. Behold mine Angel ſhall go 
before ther. It is ſuppoſed, I know, that 
the People mourned, for God's ſaying, 
Exod. 33. that he would ſend an Angel, 


and not go himſelf with them; than which 


nothing is further from the Senſe of the 
Place; The Angel is allowed to be God the 
Sen; the Lord God, who gave them the Lam, 


who 


„ 

who had delivered them out of Egypt, ani 
born them on Eagles Wings, Exod. 19. 3, 4. 
who had ſworn to bring them into Canaan, 
whoſe Power and Goodneſs they had ſo long 


experienced; could they mourn for being 


under the Care and Protection of ſuch a 
Friend? What greater Perſon could go 


with them? This Angel is God, a Co- 


qual, and Co- eternal Perſon of the God- 


head. God the Father did go with them 


into Canaan, See Numb. 14. 23, 24. They 
ſhall not ſee the Land which I ſware unto 


their Fathers. but my Servant Caleb, him 


will I bring unto the Land. This is long 
after the Refuſal mentioned, Exod. 33. 3: 
But your Friend don't know what ſending 
an Angel means, nor could his Maſters the 


Rabbi's inform him if they would; at leaſt 


they would not if they could, Thoſe blind 
Guides have in theſe Texts, as in all others 


that concern Chriſtianity, miſled us on 


Purpoſe ; he may ſee what Angel is in 
28: is no Occaſion to tranſcribe it 
cre, | | 


Bur left be ſhowld ſeem to rely only on @ 


Rabbinical Interpretation of theſe Texts, your 
Friend ſays, we have the Authority of St, 


Stephen fo aſcribe the giving the Law ta the 


Angel, who it is preſumed is the Angel of 
why 4 3 Havsg 


eq_ i TM . © =- 9y = ©, tru wn A %. Oe ww 


ww, . — © rHB<e © 


— 


=, il 
HA we not an equally good Autho- 
rity, that the Lay Was given by Angels? | 
Gal. 3. 19. Heb, 2. 2, It was ordained. . | 


by Angeli; and by Angels ; ſo it = 
can't be Bae os the eoteth ſays ĩt 3 


may be, that the Lau was eat} that . . 
Perſon only, who is called the Angel of the TI 
Covenant, ſince he is not Angels; and all 1 
that your Friend has built on the Text 
above, falls at once: What ſignifies offer- * 
ing ſuch crude  unexamined Arguments 
could he help ſeeing in his Concordance, 
when he bed for Angel, that the giving 
the Law was likewiſe aſcribed to Angel? 
_ IT is further urged from 1 Cor. 10. 4, 9. 
that the 1raelites were introduced into 
Canaan” by the ſecond Perſon, by Chriſt ; 
| therefore it the Father be ſtiled a Conſuming 
Fire, ſo is the Son alſo. 5 | 
THERE is not one Word in the Text 
above, about Chriſt's bringing them in ; 
he indeed, in Conjunction with the other 
. 1 did bring e in; and _ 
erſon did more iarly or ſeparately 
orm that Part, "ule „ 4 
is Part in the Execution of the Covenant, 
but all were concerned, and all acted in it. 
The Rock that followed them, or which 
| ſupplied them with Water in the Wilder- 
reſs, was a Type of Chriſt; and when they 
E22 ns 


\ 


41 


pwrmared, Numb. 21. 6. 828 the 
Manna, it was e Chriſt, and re- 
jecting the Bread of Life, as the Apoſtle 
ct hy it; but here is not one Tittle about 
the Iniroduttion of the People into Cangan, 
_ Secondly, the Term Light, though maſt 
commonly attributed to the Son, is ſometimes 
4 ven to the Father, and according to 
. pretation given by ſome antient 
Writers, | 4 St James 1, 17. once likewiſe 
be owed on the Holy Ghoſt, where the firſt 
erſon is ſtiled the Father of Lights, i i. e. 
of the ſecond aud third, 

Tre brit Part of this Sentence, that the 
Father is ſometimes called Lyght, you are 
to take for granted, for here is not a Word 
to prove it; but the Authority of ſome an- 
tient Weiters is produecd, that St. Fames, 
Cb. 1. 17. h Father of Lnghts, means, 
that hs firſt Perſon is Father of the Sm 
and Holy Gboſt; fo the HolyGhoft is called a 
Light ; he was to prove, that the Term 
; 725 bf is ometimes given to the Father, in- 
cad of that gives us, Opinien for an Ar- 
gument, that the Holy Ghoſt is called 4 
_ Light, and makes bim a Son to the fi 
Perſon as well as Chriſt the ſecond Perſon, 
If the firſt Perſon be Father to the Holy 

 Gleft, the Holy Ghoſt muſt be Son to him. 
Is this ebe the Doctrine of the Tri- 


nity, 


. 


3 


f 
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the Eſſence of 


underſtand the ype, 


rr 
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nity, or confounding it? Wants there any 


lainer Proof, that neither your Friend nor 
Teachers know what the =>" 


mean when they ſpeak bout the Pero 
Godhead. 
AnD the Nicene Creed, calls Chriſt, Ged 
of God, Light of Light, Very God of Very 
God, ſuch I verily believe him to be; and 


the 


underſtand by the Words, that Chriſt is as 


much God, as Light is Light, as much of 
9 a Ray of Light is of 
1 the Solar Fire and 
Solar Light went then, as now, under the 
ſame Name, and the Creed-Makers might 


have the fame Idea as H. Light the Son f 


the Fire, Butſu did not clearly 
þ follows ? 4 


And laſtly (p. 20) e ther its ol 


of the Hol be oft, infer that it is alſo 


Type of the Eternal Three, becauſe the Works 


of By God, are Solomon alſo c ared 
to the Motions of i 75 4 "IF 


Wuar we infer is this; ¶ hope tho! the 
e has ſo injuriouſly endeavoured to 
e the World there was a Quarrel be- 
— the Cler and H. and that there is ſo 
now betwixt the ſuperior Clergy and the 
Editors, which I canaſcribe to nogood Mo- 


tive, yet I hope he would not make ſuch 


Jaicts of that —_ Body of Mo, as — 
em 


T PB 
them with himſelf in ſuch more than child. 
th Ravens nog Solomon ſays, we know not 
the Wa ind, nor the Nwym Wark of 
God w — every Thi I take the Mean- 


ing of the Text to be this; as we perceive 
not the Path'of the Wind, perm. > do we 


perceive the Hand of God in 2 4 Thing; 


though it is in every Thing; b that as 
it will; what Shadow of a Pretence is there 
to ſay, Solomon compares the Works of 
God to the Motions of the Wind? or if he 
did; are the Works of God, God himſelf? 
is God compared to it, becauſe bis Works 


are? but I bave ſpoke of this before. þ- 25.29 


We come now to the Cherubim, (p..21 +" 
2 x 75 Fob Rag 2 s 26. = 
Plai anguijhes the Cherubim from tte 
Glory of the God of Iſrael 


AND ſo has H. over and over 3 
ou has ſhewn that ny 9 the Perſon 
n Jehovah, or of the dh the God ok _ 


; Trae, whoſe Title is Light or Glory, is re- 


preſented as Kin of Iſrael, which he is by 
Covenant; and that he appeared as a Man 


encircled with Glory, as deſcribed by 
Ezckiel, with too much to tranſcribe here. 


AAA the Situation of the Throne. over 
their i 1 Cherubim Gi N on which 


was 


[39] | 
was the Appearance of a Man; and over bim 
the Appearance of the Glory of the Lord. 

WHAT is it we are aiming at? would 
we make the Glory of the Lord diſtin from 
the Man in Glory on the Throne? Where 
does the Text ſay the Glory of the Lord was 
over or above the Man? it deſcribes him, 
filled and ſurrounded with the Glory, as the 
Son of God now is, in the Father (the ſe- 
cond Perſon, the Eternal Light ) and the Fa- 
ther in him: Each Perſon of the Trinity 
is called Father, as well as Jehovah and 
God, and is fo, in ſeveral Reſpects to Men. 

— Denotes, that theSeat of Majeſiy was 


filled with the Divinity of a Perſon, infinitely 


ſuperior to that of the Cherubim, which are 
repreſented only as Supporters of his Throne. 
Your Friend places only the Man on 
the Throne, and the Glory above him; there 
was a Man in the Cherubim, now, what 
thould make one Man inſinitely Superior to 
another ? or what is there to denote the 


| Divinity of the Perſon on the Throne, but 


the Appearance of the Glory about him; 
The Man on the Throne was not God; but 


the Perſon who appeared there was the 


God-Man ; the Man repreſented by a Man, 
and the God by Light or Glory around him. 
He was on the Throne above the Cherubim; 
and they ſupport the Throne, theſe are the 

8 Angels 


that in Co 


| | pn: he having not read him? If he had, 


der a- part, when H. has ſo care 


4⁰— 


Angels who were to bear him in theit 


Hands. He was to have, and now has, all 
Power in Heaven and Earth put into his 
Hands by Ceſſion from the Perſons in the 
Covenant, from the Aleim, and by Cove- 
nant. Their being under the Throne 


* no Means makes them ſubordinate; in 
Nature or Eſſence, only expreſſes that 


the Divine Power, the Man who i * 
God, exerciſes, and is ſupported by, and 
uence of the Covenant. Your 
Tens miſtakes the Caſe, in making the 

lory of the Lord to be the Glory and Ma- 
275 of the Godbeud or 'T _ 

Fa I; op fays he, crow ote) ſe — 
e been appriz'd of this Repugnancy 
tween his Exphication of the Viſiom and the 

Context, 
How does he know what H. was ap- 


e would ſurely — been aſhamed to have 


| — H. wn confe founded and blended together, 


ations which the Prophet had 
. Eflinguiſhed, and directed us to con- 


full 
diſtinguiſhed them, and allotted two dif 
ferent Deſigns to the two Repreſents- 
tions. 


Natures 


Ga ea + aw oc oc ad wes airs. is wot a. 4 * © 


But, 
- The Face of a Man in the Cherubin was 
er hows to denote the Union of the tus 


of the Throne ; for hers bad been then tabs 

Repreſentations of the ſame Thing. 

y the Man on the Throne ehitircled 
with Glory, denote the Union of the two 
Nite, then derbe 46 yvar Friend 
himſelf, the Glory of Fehovab, or of the God 
of Iſrael, was not 4.0 Glory and Majeſty of 
the Godbead, but of the God-Man, and he 
has been all this Time confounding the 
two Repreſentations ; and the Context not 
only Bears but requires us to conſtrue 
bene h DD a Subſtizure of the Aleim 
of Tſrael; fince the Glory of Jehovah, cr the 
5 Gh of the Aleim of Iſrael, is one Perſon, 

. and the Aleim 77 Iſrael are Three Perſons. 
f The Perſons could not appear to Sight, but 
by ſome Repreſentations; here is no other, 
- but the God-Man in Glor (deſcribed to be 
; 4 Brightneſs like that of AS v. 27.) above; 
e and the Cherubim in a Chud, Fire, Li gbr. 
, (v. 4.) below ; What now ſtood for the 
41 an of Iſrael, but the Cherubim? 
K Ir Chtiſt be repreſented in one Situation 
4 as King, Why is it ſuperfluous to repre- 
1 ſent him in another, as united to one of 


* thoſe Perſons who made the Covenant ? 
3 Why not the Trinity repreſented to Sight, 
as well as the God-Man? The Parties in - 
* the Covenant, as well as he, who was to 


fs F reign 
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reign for being the Agel, Agent, or Exe: 
cutor of it? of if it be nece to re pre- 
ſent the Trinity in Covenant, how could 
the ſecond Perſon, with the Man united to 
him, be omitted in the Repreſentation? 
Tux l pa Fa 23- that the 
0 


Cherubim, c oly, Holy; give 
Thanks to an a de own before the Lamb, 
and the like, haye been made twice in 
Print before ; and the Anſwers ſtand un- 
anſwered yet: Indeed what your Friend 
objects oe urged long ſince, by Mr. Bed. 
Fond, im his Obſervation and Examination, 
and, though your Friend is more of a Gen- 
tlenian than he, and has not condeſcended 
to thoſe lo Scurri lities; yet are the Ob- 
jections more full, and urged homer to the 

oint; but if the Chery n, as according 


to H. are Repreſentatives of Jebouah the Per- 


ons in the Covenant, can it be any Objection 
to his Explanation, or rather is it not a 
ſtrong Confirmation of it, that they do and 
fay, what 8 to be faid and done in Con- 
ſequence of the Covenant. They cry, 


Holy, Hol 1 Holy ; the Covenant ſhews 


them to be They give Glory and Hun- 


cur, Rev. 4. and 5 Ch. Thanks to the Lamb 
that had — Jain, and fall diwon before hin, 
and ſo yield > the Power; all the Creatures 


muſt join in t 


is Act, becauſe it is in Con- 
ſequence 


. 
ſequence of the Covenant that the Power is 
given to the Lamò, who ſat on the Throne, 
and was inveſted with the Emblems of 
Divinity, for having been ſlain, © 
Your Friend makes the Cherubim to 
be Angels whom he ſuppoſes are the Mi- 
niflers of God and Supporters of bis Throne ; 
pray is Man an Angel, or Supporter of the 
Throne of God! or is there an Order of An- 
gels like Men, and fo figured by a Man in 
theCherubim ? Doth it not ſound extremely 
harſh to your Ears, to talk of Creatures ſup- 
2 the Throne of the Creatat Ig the 
ty or Propriety in placing wel Hie 5 
Beings, as Subſtainers of the Throne of the gi lee,, 
Almighty ! Had he only placed them round | 
the Throne, as Servants paying their Ado- 
ration, and ready to receive their Com- 
mands, it would have been a modeſt Pic- 
ture; but to talk of the Lord God Almighty 
being ſupported, by his own Creatures, ſure- 
ly is a ſtrange Thought "©. 


r ww 4A 


Tne' Agents, Fire, Light and Spirit are 
Vice-Roys under God, and perform what 
is. done in this Syſtem, and God acts by 
them; and we never but once read of any 
other Angels in this Syſtem, except thoſe 
aſſumed Appearances which the Perſons of 
the Trinity put on; as when all Three 75 
peared to Abrabam, &c. But ſo much 74 | 
| F:#” „ 


_— > » e His ow ow Soon I I, EE. cnt PS. nn th. Ee Ee ED roe., 


5 
, 


[44 ] 
been wrote, and with ſo much Confuſion; 
on this Subject of Angels, that lam very 
well aſſured you will never haye a clear 
Idea of the Matter, till you have read H. 
Bu r in the next Place, (p. 24.) The 
te Face ofthe Lyon and Man doth not ap- 
% pear to have been united, your Friend 
„ ſays, any more than that of the Ox and 
« Man.” The Text ſays the Faces of 
the Man and Lyon were on the left Side, 
and that of the Ox on the right; puts the 
Man's firſt, then the Lyon's on - ſame 
Side ; after, that of the Ox on another Side; 
and yet there is no more Reaſon to conclude 
the two firſt were OT, which are men- 
tioned together on the ſame Side, than that 
the Man and the Ox were joined, he ſays, 
who ſtood on different Sides. And what do 
you think, Sir? here are four Heads on one 
Body, two on one Side, and one on another; 
is it not more likely that two on the ſame 
Side were joined together, than that two 
ſhould be ſo, which were on different Sides; 
becauſe your Friend fays, we may as well 
infer the Union of the one as the other ? 
Four Heads on one Body muſt be all joined 
in one Senſe, but here is a peculiar Union, 
as in what it repreſents, betwixt the Man 
and Lyon. You may ſee Ezekiel, 41. 18. 
that there was one of the Cherubims had 
two 
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two Faces.; and the Cherub had two Faces, 
the, Face of a Man, and the Face of a young 
Lyon, In the Revelation, the Ox is inter- 
poſed between the Lyon and Man, and 
ver/fleaton 3 it is the Scene here 
repreſented of the Power being given to the 
amb as ſlain, ſo the Ox, the Fire, the 
Wrath, which ſeparated, the Divinity and 
Soul from the Body during the Death of 
Chriſt, ſtands. between. But really, Sir, 


there is too much ſaid on this Subject by H. 


to tranſcribe, and which ought to have 
been conſidered by your Friend, before he 
Page 24. The Prophet, ays the Apologi 5 
doth on call the , the / Viſions f 


God; It is the Brightneſs or Glory that the 
Prophet ſtiles the Appearance of the God of 


Iſrael, and that only; and aſſerts poſitively, 
that there is not one Word of the Cherubim 


mentioned, where Ezekiel ſaw YVifions of 


God, 1 . | 

Bu T what could induce your Friend to 
fay ſo, and that ſo peremptorily? Chap. 1. 
v. 1, 4. The Heavens were opened, and 1 ſaw 


Viſions of God, in the fifth Day of the Month, 


the Word f the Lord came expreſly to Eze- 


kiel, — and ] locked, and behold a Whirlwind, 


a great Cloud, —a Fire, —a Brightneſs, 


Sul of the midſi theres}, the Likeneſs o 


four 


four living Creatures, &c. And 


a pure Invention of your Friend's own. If 


it be the Brightneſs or Glory that the Pro- 
phet ſtiles the Viſions of God, how came 
the Cherubim in the midſt of that Glory, 
which goes up and down amongſt them, 
v 13. and their Motion is faid to be like 
it. 3 St. Paul calls them the Che- 
and he muſt give me 
Leave to obſerve, that hete is not only the 
Brightneſs or Glory, but the Cibun or the 


rubim of G 


Spirit, and the Fire, likewiſe attending 


them, whereas there is only the Glry a- 
round the Man on the Throne, © If the 
** Cherubim are the Viſions of God, your 


E Friend 


JD ture, Oct, And prey how: 
What is called here the YVifons of God ? In 
the ſame Breath that he faith, he ſaw Vi. 
ions of God, he deſcribes the Irving Cren- 
tures encircled with the Firmament. - I 
ſaw Vifions of God, fays he, tells you the 
preciſe Day, affirms the Word of God 
came expreſly to to him, and then he de- 
ſcribes what he ſaw, viz. the Cbrrubim. 
Where is there any Thing ſtiled the Ap- 
prarance of the God of Iſrael / I can ſee no- 
thing ſtiled fo, The Man on the Throne, 
with Brightneſs round about him, is ſaid to 
be the Appearance of the Likeneſs of the Glo- 
ry of the Lord, but there no ſuch Phraſe as 
the Appearance of the God of Iſrael ; that is 
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Friend argues, that; che / bel are fo 00, b 


2 * 
il are ſo; and what N eee 
in this Viſion, is exp lained by . 

NEx r, we as the O bieclon about 
rin repeated, which I rh conſidered 
before. The Glory of the Lord and the 
Cherubim are indeed two diſtin Repreſen- 
tations ; and the Context requires us to con- 
ſtrue rm a Subſtitute of, and not under, 
ſince the Glory of the Lord'is only one Per- 
ſon; but the God or (1158 of Iſrael are 
three Perſons. That is, when the Prophet 
fays the Cherubim, were nn the Ali of 
Iſrael, he can't mean they were under the 
Glory of Jebovab; for the Glory is not the 
Aleim of Yael, though he is one of thoſe 
Perſons. 

Tur Editors ſay, that St. Paul by his 
Parallel, Heb. 9. 24. makes the Cherubim, 
the Faces of God. The High Prieſt on 
the great Day of Attonement was to go into 
the H. H. and ſprinkle the Blood of the Sa- 
crifice on the Mercy- ſeat, to the Faces of 
the Cheruhin, which are called nv 13D, 

as you may,in the Citations in H. St Paul, 

ſays, Chriſt is not entered (unto the holy 

Things) into the holy Places made with Hands 
the Figures of the true, but into Heaven it 
felt, now, to appear, in the Preſence (to the 
i _ 


Blood of Chriſt; the High Prieſt carryin 


— 
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- 


which he exhibits to God, as the Atone- 


ment of our Sins, Now, if the High Prieſt 
ſprinkled the Blood fo ot before the Facts 
of the Cherubim, and what the Prieſt did, 
was a Shadow of Heavenly Things, then it 
follows unavoidably, that ' the Cherubim 
were the Symbolical Preſence of God, 
The Cherubim were made out of the ſame 


Piece of Gold, and a continued Part of the | 
 Mercy-Seat, and their Eyes were towards 


the Mercy-Seat; (he H. H. is. Heaven ; 


3 . 


the High Prieſt, Chri/t ; the Blood, the 


it into the H. H. Chriſt carrying his own 
Blood into Heaven; the High Prieſt's 


ſprinkling of it on the Mercy-Seat, before 


of to the Faces of the Cherubim, 'Chriſt's 


- exhibiting his Blood to God; and now, 


Sir, what were the Cherubim? Angels, 


Creatures! What have thy to do with the 


Attonement made for Sin? Away with ſuch 


idle Stories, picked up from the Enemies 
of God, and his Chriſt. Your Friend need 
not have been ſo ſanguine, in affirming, that 


not one Tittle of all this can be concluded 


from St. Paul's Words; but he gives us ſome 


2 for his Opinion, which I muſt con- 
ider. | FR ts 


Firſt, 


ol eo RY EE IE MATS ion To 
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_ Firſt, the Deity had been 72 
der the Image and 22 enefs of a Nn. 
Loox to the Top of Page 22. and you 
will ſee your Friend was aware, it was not 
the Divinity bat\Humanity of Chriſt which 
was exhibited by the Head or Face of the 

Man in the Cherubim; and this flit es 
is meer Chicanery, I can call it nothing elf 

if I call it any thing. God forbids Men 

from deviſing Images or Pictures of him 

out of their own Heads, but no where ſays 
he had not given Similitudes of him 

but directly that he had done ſo, 

Secondly, The. gry: Ag on Ged. con- 

deſcended to make of himſelf in the Holy of 
Se es, was in the Cloud. over the Merey- 

eat, 

Ir by God, he means the Trinity; chat 

is not true ; it was the ſecond Perils who 
appeared and acted there; this is proved 
at large in Print, fo I need not prove it 
again here. 

Thirdly, Thoſe Figures placed by Gif s 
Command in H. H. were different 7 thoſe 
exhibited to Ezekiel, being the Janes un- 
compounded Figure of a May, B 
| Ho told your Friend ſo? Where did 

he get this? Would not his Author bear 
mentioning ? are we to take it upon his 
bare Word? and what was a Man to ſtand 


5 G- upon 


4 


u the Mercy Seat for? What does 
1 when he ſays, I knew that 
they were the Cherubsms, the Image, as com- 
pounded of four Heads and one Body, is 
called a Cherub ; Ezekiel (885 four of tliele 


_ ſentations ; and oO = knew _ 
Cherubie 1 and yet they are not the 
Pk Figure that is called a Trab, twenty 
Times before, becauſe theyare not deſcribed 
before. Had the Scriptures ſaid, thoſe in 
the Temple were only two Men; he would 
have ſlie wn us where; but becauſe ſome 
infamous lying Apoſtate has ſaid fo, he 
chuſcs to believe it without the /zaft, Shadru 
of Evidence, and againſt what appears to 
me, the direct Authority of a Pro * for 
what other Cherubim — ey thoſe 


on the Ark, for the Pro har 1 0 to 


to, when he ſays, T b that they were 
the Cherubim, and the Likeneſs of their Faces 
was the ſame I ſaw by the River of Chebar. 
To ſuppoſe one Prophet doth not mean by 
Cherub Ne- Sine * autho- 
rize us to t i 
of the ſame God, though 4 the ſame 
Words; for you may as well ſuppoſe, that 
Meſes's God is different from Ezekiel's, as | 
that his Cberubim are: The Scriptures 
give no Hint that way: They only tel] us, 

1 55 the Temple there were but tuo, an ta 
| ˖ 


1511 


| that in Ezebie's Viſiow there were four, 


Figures: Now to ſay they did'n mean the 
ſame Figu we by the fame Ap pellation, 1s 
making the Holy Spirit to alckete to his 

Sctibes in a mare, vague ſhuffling Scile, than 

the Author H Riddle writes in; and 


tions, but ju he Enemy, in making 
a Jeſt of Ne Wer 

Genefis, the Cherubim are Angels in Perſon, 
in Exodu, they are Men ; in Ezekiel, they 


is this ? 
© LASTLY, your Friend cites Brita 


what can be the Conſequence of ſuch Aſſer- 5 
ord of God and us? In 


re Braſs, and ſtand for Angel, What 


Dun a bh 


* that the Cherubim in the Temple ſtood 


4 with their Faces imoard, in the Poſture 


« of Figures avor-ſhipping ; not with their 
& Faces e as Figures 0 be wor- 


with Knees bent to the Glory of God above, 
had more properly ex oreſled them as wor- 
ſhipping ; not looking down upon the 
Blood of Chriſt ſprinkled upon the Mercy- 


Seat, and filling Heaven (for the H. H. was 
Heaven ) with their Wings. So that Je. 


hovab, when he appearcd there,. appeared 


under their Wings, and Chriſt in tt High 

Prieſt ated under the Shadow of theif Pro- 

tection an high Honour for two Men to 
G 2 have, 


1 ſhould have thought lookin upward | 


Laer 


| have. The Wings of the Cherubim filled 
the Extent of H. H. the Type of Heaven; 


2 Par. 3, 11. Their Faces looked one to 
another, and towards the Mercy-Seat; 
Exod. 25. 20. and 2 Par. 3. 13. Their 
Faces were 25 to the Temple, and ſo out- 
wards; Nya, in, or MiD are inward, 
as you may ſee in Manus; they were to ſee 
not only what was donegn the Mercy-Seat, 


but what was done without in the outer 


Tem _ ; and their Faces might be ſeen in 
the Holy Place or middle Temple over the 


Vail. I now ſubmit it to you, whether 


our Friend don't rather make. you ſuſſ 

e did'n underſtand the Subject, than that 
H. has failed in his Explication of this Hie - 
roglyphical Figure? But why, once more, 


ſhould he think he has confuted H. ſuppo- 
ſing he could ſhew the ſhort Extract in the 
Propoſals, did'n ſufficiently clear up theſe 


important Points ? 


W?k come now to H's Philo ical 


Principles, page 27. Fir —be jumbles two 
Thi _"_ 4 oh cb Moſes has made 
diſtinct; 12 the Creation of Light was prior 
to the. Formation of the Heaven. 
Your Friend, Sir, jumbles two Things 
together, that are widely different, viz. 
Creation and Formation; the Subſtance of 
Light was created when every thing elſe 


8710 Was, 


JJ ea ae ot oa ron ok ads too a a” 


4 ; 
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was, but was ant fon till after the Syi- 
rit was; and was the ſecond Step in the 
| Formation of the Heavens, for they tuo with 

the Fire, are the Heavens. Light was di- 
vided from, or formed by dividing of the 
Darkneſs, and was the Produce the firſt 


+ A 
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Day. When the Spirit _ _—_ Lig — 
were formed (and they ſuppo 
himſelf, for want of — Solar. F an For ra they 2 
raiſed a Firmament or Expanſion, and di- 
vided the Waters; would the Apologiſt in 
ſinuate that Light is not Part of that Sub- 
| ſtance, or created Fluid, which, is called 
firſt, yp Expanſion, and then, do Hea- 
vens ? The Ang of the two Agents as a 
Firmament, was not till the ſecond Day, 
but they were formed the firſt Day, though 
not called either Firmament or Heavens, till 
afterwards. This is made ſo plain in the 
Principia, that it doth not admit of a Diſ- 
ute. 
: Secondly, the Ae ** ch Moſes ſays 
expreſly, God called dm, Heavens, H Niles 
tbe Expanſion. 
HF x does indeed tranſlate y by Ex- 
panſion, rather than Firmament, but does as 
expreſiy call it domꝝꝰ as tis poſſible. 
 —Mhich brings that Streſs or Compreſſion 
on all Bodies it meets with, Cauſes the Va- 
riation f Times and $ a &c. Whereas 


Moſcs 


„ 


Moſes teaches us that the Sun and Moon, ke, 


nted for Times and Seaſon, 7 
0 lame, 14 U. ſhewn at 


' were 41. 
ed in the Firmament, to ſupport its 
do wer, and how they ſupport it; and that 
| the Uſe or Purport of Times and 
Segſons, that the Firmament is the Agent; 
they paſſive 1n/fruments. There are various 
— in the firſt of Genefis that have the 


you apr” them, which H. has 
_ and di nguiſhed would your 


Friend but chico the Principia, he © 


would ſoon ſee, that he objects to H. 

| becauſe ho ths not diſtinguiſhed the — 
of the Words, and doth not know what 
H. does ſay. 


Thirdly, H. ſays, that i is mat the Sur tat 


_ Light of the Sun,—which is ſaid to rule the 
Day, though Moſes dſcribes the ſame Effect 
to be wrought by the greater Light, 
Tux Light of the Sun is the greater 
Light, for what other Light is there greater? 
| Moſes ſays, the greater Light, meaning the 
Solar-Light, rules the Day, and H. ** 
the Solar-Light rules the ay, and yet * 
is repreſented as contradicting Moſes. 
Fourthly, and to mention no more,—T of- 


. 6. 


FM m, that the sun, or REES called in 
| Any 


n vis. their Orbe, werd 


a2 won «s ö => co i 
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Seripture, ban is both ſaid to riſe, Fudg. 


. 13, m noypho—and in the Note, 
x denotes emphatically, a conſtant pro 
greſroe Motion WE 
ny is to aſcend. But it is not a Verb, 
but Aduerb in the Text, and ſays no more 
nor leſs than before the Sun was above, or 
over them: Says nothing what moves or 
ſands ſtill, only that the Sun was not yet 
above ; It is above when it ſhings: dnn up- 
on us. | 
aso ſet; Judg. 14. 18. moan wy 
ONWIQ, aro fie, Jude went down; and in 
the Note, 812 is ſaid ina more eſpecial Man- 
ner to be ofplied to the JEU of wu the 


greatN + 


"Taz Wordizg denn = 
of Times, and its general Import is 1% go, 
3 from one Place to another; 
2s you may fre ; examining a few Places; 
OI 
H, has cleared this among other 
Warden 


n & n, which makes a great 
Difference; for then, No oym is not the 
Noninative Caſe to xa; and the Final 

N is /ocal; and fgnifies fo, or towards; be- 
fore it went from o νο towards the Sun; 
during the laſt Day of the Marriage Feaſt, 
before it, the Place where they were, was 


gone 


bove ſhould have been Trintes, EM 


[56] 


gone from the Light; as we fay it rain, 


&c. and as in thoſe Expreſlins of it bf 32 


ed Morning, it turned Evening, and 


like, which occur frequently. The 95 
moſh is ſaid e to be gone or got into ano- | 


ther Hemiſphere ; and here the Place is ſaid 
to be going from 'where it was, viz. from 
the Light into the Dark, or from being to- 
wards the Sun: When we ſpeak of a Per- 
ſon's going from one Place into anothen 
which is nearer to us, or the Place where 
we are; we expreſs it by coming, but the 
Idca is ſtill the ſame, The Scriptures: af- 
ſert the Earth moves, and bath cant 
move. 852 . 
melt is unſtbolar-like fo obtrids an Inte 


pretation on the Words of Job . 7. which | 


over Reader muſt diſcern to be a voluntary 
M re of entation, and a bate-faced Perver. 
fas of th their Meani Job, ſpeaking of the 
2 efiſtible Power of the Alm rom recounts 
Several flupendous Acts of it, in controlling 
_w= ſußer ſeding the ordinary Phanomena f 
natural em, who rewovels the Moun- 
tains, cd. 155 
AND, is he not f peaking likewiſe of his 
ſtupendous Power and W. dom, in the For- 


mation and Contrivance . the Univerſe? 
Let us ſee, _ 


eee Jeb, 


r ⅛ÜV²m 0 Wm 


it) 


Jub, g. g. d DSYον who madedurable( orſtrong) 
the Mountains. * There is as much Power 
ſhewn in laying the Foundations of the 
Mountains, as in overturning them at the 
Flood ;-—20ho overturned them in his —_ 


who ſhaketh the Earth out of her Place, and 


the Pillars thereof tremble. H. by compar- 


ing all the Places together, where theſe Pil- 


lars are ſpoken of, has ſhewn that Columns 


of Light and Spirit are the Pillars or Sup- 
porters of the Earth, and that they move it. 


Then here is another ſtupendous Act of 


divine Power in a ſettled Law of Nature 
ſpoken of, 472, The Motion of the Earth, 

in, and by the Fluid of the Air, on which 
ſo much depends. But ſuppoſing the Earth 


fixed or to ſtand ſtill, when was it that the 
Earth was hook out of its Place? The 
Flood diſſolved its Parts, but did'n move 
the Orb out of its Place; your Friend ſees 
ſome ſurpriſing Act of divine Wrath here, 


I wiſh he had told us what it is. The 
Words refer, if I underſtand them, to a 


| vlorious Act of Power, and extremely be- 


neficial to us, as well as ſurpriſing, that 
the Earth ſhould ſwim round the Sun, and 
turn on its own Axis, with that Axis in- 

of 25 IDS $0 Lap lined 


4 Vid. Liigh's Crit. Sacra. Gnathach, _ 
hes, Durance, Hardneſs, Antiquity. 


; Pa 
clined, that its Pillars every Moment 
lengthen and ſhorten, and we not ſo much 
as perceive any Inconvenience from ſuch a 
Vertigo, and Tremor of its Supporters ; 
and 1 have as much or more, Reaſon to ſay, 
it is the ated Laws of Nature, Job is dif 
playing God's Power from, as your Apols 
giſi has to ſay the contrary.—Who com- 
mandeth (or has commanded) On and it 
riſeth net; this is another very ſurpriſing 
Diſpoſition of Things, that the Solar-Fire 
which keeps all a moving ſhould not burn 
out, which it would do, did it ie like 
the Shemoſh, and which Fire on the Earth, 
does,—and ſealeth up (has ſealed up) thr 
Stars; that is, fixed them in their Place. 
Which alone ſpreadeth out the Heavens, that 
is, has given them their a Af e Power, 
as H. has ſhewn the Words ſignify ; and 
now, Sir, is it ſo very viſible that the'Words 
of Job are miſrepreſented, that your Friend 
thould call it a vo/untary and bare-faced Per- 
ver ſion Language wich ſhews nothing 
but ill Manners, and is an uncharitable Cen- 
ſure. M ould you think it poſſible any one 
awould cite this Text to prove that the Scrip- 
- tnres nowhere aſcribe Motion to the Sun? 
No Bop v has cited it for any ſuch Pur- 
| poſe ; but if we can't confute what they 
lay, we mult ſuppoſe them to ſay what we 
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can confute. It was cited to ſhew there 
is a Body of Fire round the Sun, which 

doth nick! riſe up as the Light does; and 
I ftill think it ſays as much, notwithſtand- 
ing the Apolagr/t's ſanguine Opinion to, the 


contra 
—Til Il this Point (the Philoſophy) has 
been proved to the Satisfaftion of impartial 
Jug es; no Complaint can reaſonably be 

e againſt theſe who do not encourage the 
Publicaties propofed. 

Is your Friend impartial whilſt he con- 
demns him unſight, — ? how does he 
know whether H. has proved his Point 
or no? 

Wr are now to conſider H. as a Critick 
in the Hebrew Tongue? | 

9. Whether H. has given ſubAantial Ren- 
ſons for rejecting the Points, all the idle 
Rules (i. e.) I beheve all in general. _ 

Wu v does he believe ſo? H. has ſhewn, 
that many of the Rules of Grammar will 

hold, and if your Friend would but read 
him, before he undertakes to anſwer him, 


he need neither follow, nor . bim 
blindly and in the Dark. 


The maſoretical Pointings ( a. 30. ) have 


their Uſe, —Pirſt theſe Pointings determine | 


the preciſe Meaning f + aj Hebrew Wards 
2 as 


OY BY 


_ as are ſometimes of very different and oppofits 


Significations, | 5 
WIXI the Pointers inſpired ? if not, 


| what Authority have they to determine the 
Meaning of the Words of the Prophets, 
and doth'n this make the Scriptures the 


Mord of theſe Men and not of God, and 
ſo build our Faith on human Teſtimony? 
But there are no ſuch ambiguous Words, 
unleſs he will make a Word having a 
Typical, Emblematical or Memorial Senſe 
fixed to -it, as gun Sacrifice and Sinner, 
&c. and ſome few Particles be ſuch, 


The two, Conjugations of Pibal and Pual 


are meer Whims, and the Context alone 
enables you, when you have got the leading 
Ideas in the Words, to fix their Parts of 
Speech, and Grammatical Variations, and 
it it could not, who gave theſe Apoſtates 
Power to do it, or whence had they Skill 


enough? It had been a dead Language long 
enough before they medled with it; he 


roduces an Inſlance of the Ambiguity 0 
— Word hx, which Ae 9 4 
terpretations, according to its three-fold 575 
3 # of God, not, and to, or towards, 
and obſerves that the Sentence 58 non Pſal. 
52. I. is variouſly rendered in different Ver- 


lions. 5 
oN 
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dye can't be rendered N it muſt 


have come before , to be ſo rendered; 


it muſt come before the Noun to be a Pre- 
pofition. That of the LXX is a very poor 
Performance; they were either very gno- 


rant, or very wicked ; a great Part of their 


Tranſlation is neither Senſe nor Grammar; 
read a Page or two in the Pſalms, or Job, 
and you will ſoon be convinced, They 


have not tranſlated pt, at all in the Text 


above; the Ambiguity is in ph, which 
they did'n underſfand. Nor does the double 


Interpretation which is often given by the 
Seventy, ſbeu the Text will 5 always it- 


ell determine its vous but only that they 
either did not underſtand, or were reſolved 
we ſhould not, through chem, underſtand the 
Text. Neither your Friend perhaps, nor my- 
ſelf may be ible to conſtrue all the Scrip- 
tures; look into your Commentators, and 
{ce the various Conſtructions that are given 
of numberleſs Paſſages, notwithſtanding the 
Certainty of the Points, and the Rabinical 
Rules; and the numberleſs Texts, which, 
45 they ſtand, are Nonſenſe, or Falſities, or 
are contradictory to others, though con- 
ſtrued by thoſe Rules. I have mentioned 


a few, In ſhort the Rabbi's (let their Name 
be for ever buried in Oblivion, or their Me- 


mory ſtink as it deſerves) have confounded 
almoſt 


Tong — el by dan. 
— we muſt be ſtunned with Noiſe and 
Nonſenſe about a Parcel of Yagabonds, 
whom many Writers that have examined 
them, declare to be forſaken of God, and 
Common Senſe you may ſee enough of 
this in, H. and I ſhall nottranſcribe. © 
 - Thirdly, the Points ſettle the es AA 
of the Hebrew Words Page 31 
1 Werse er of Lets 
ters, and you a Sound to ev et- 
ter, if you - — A 
it without. I — help mentioning here, 
va very ingenious and ſenfible Performance, 1 
the Author of which, I am utterly a Stran- 
_ to, who. has with great Sa an Lo nd 
appineſs fixed a Giſtinet Soun every 
Letter, and ſhewn which nn in the 
more modern Alphabets, correſpond to 
thoſe of the Hebrew, and ſo we don't want 
the Points for that Pu The Autho- 
rity and — ity of th Paints have been 
examined before now, and there is the 
ne Evidence imaginable of their 


—_ = 


" The Title i . The true en way of pro- 
nouncing Hebrew, &c, by T=—5 Cl—gs. 
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having been invented ſoonet than 500 
Vears after Chriſt. The LAX itis agreed 
on all Hands, knew nothing of them; 
(Ezra and Nehemiah make no Mention f 
any ſuch Thing, and St. Jerom takes no 
Notice of them, nor any other Author be- 


M tween Ear and Jerom, ) your Friend's 


Inſtance of the various Spelling of i. in 
the LXX. is Proof ſufficient they Ener 
not, or would not teach us, how the an- 
tient Jews pronounced the Hebrew Words; 
and if the Jews four hundred Vears before 
. Chriſt, knew nothing of-it, how ſhould the 
Maſorites know any ching of it 5 or 600 
Years after Chriſt, — Ry Ng — a dead 
Language almoſt a thouſand Years? 

Bor the Points, ſays your Friend, teach 
us to pronounce t thus Shemeſh ;z and 
thereby acquaint us, that they knew nothing 
of _ s Eeymology, 1 which n 1 te read 
1 . 

Wir n all my Heart; E. wants not, 
nor values their Authority, but it is a Mi- 
ſtake that his Etymology requires you to 
write it Shemoſh, w is the Root to recede, 
though the Dictionaries put it under æ . 
H. hath not medled with the Orthography; 


WH what he laboured was the Orthodox-Con- 


ſtruction of the Words: His Etymologies 
have nothing at all to do with the ſpelling 


L 


3 idk rho — 
howto pronounceaWord, which neitherthe 
8 nor Foe poem did ſo m. Years be- 
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And by theſe Means, laftly; they guard. 
uus er per Atte s 
2 7 * 1 — | * 'S 
| Ea rpar mud en Rule, ap 
ported on Examples out of the 
themſelves, will never be called bold and li 
centious, but by thoſe who ANY OY 
2 ſhould paſs for Authority. 
Ado diſalaining to be confined by R 
— fo obtrude their own Interpretation 
neee Towts EE 
 AnD' why is not this or that Man's bun 
Interpretation as good as anothers own: In. 
| on? A Chtiſtian's on Inter pri. 
tation, as an A Few's 11 It er pre 
tation? The Apoſtates ve obtruded a Par. 
cel of Rules on us, by which they have 
 ebtruded ſuch Interpretations of therr own, 
n — makes it the ali 
| andithey have no Regard 
= thoſe; which abey own to be the gene- 
ral Rules of the Language; ſuch as by be- 
ing the plural Termination Maſc. any more 
than your: Friend has; who p. 21 Ge. 2 
eral Times oonſtrues πᷓ]7ͥꝗ/ꝗ . to be 
es 1238 hey 
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1 You may ſee a 
H. about theſe ſame Rules of 


declared, he would engage to ſhew, there 


_ Conſequence to the Chriſtian Cauſe. Ma- 


o no further than the firſt Chapter of 
red 


e The 


fighting with Apoſtates, and ſo did not de- 
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one Per Nn though, he muſt know that 
D158 is plural, and fo neceſſarily, 


* 


eat deal in 
Rabbies; © 
he had examined them all, and publickly 


was not one Rule of their own, but was 
deſigned to evade ſome Text of Scripture of 


ny, or moſt of the Grammar Rules are con- 
trary to the Genius of the Tongue; e. g. 
The Method of conjugating Verbs makes 
falſe Concord of a thouſand Places; you 


to ſee the Truth of what I ay, in 
the General. 
Bur if H. ſet aſide the Rabinical 4 
* Edits, he ſhould have given us others A 
4 in their Room.” He has doneſol . 
But it is not ſaid what Method he took to | | 
enable himſelf to conſtrue the Scriptures, and 
find out the genuine Senſe ft Foy lebre w. 
Ir a 5 Thing, ly n WK = 
E es an tually complaining he 
© Preto Sol don' K ſay ys =. 
it is ſaid in his Writings, But he is aChriſtian 


ſerve to be read by a Chriſtian Divine. | | 
Vox Friend's Fear, that the diſedrd- Y 

of the Points, and the (Rabinical) Rules 5 
4 Grammar will E effeftuall, ly d. W ä I 


i 
the Study of Hebrew, and conſequently bring 
it into real Diſrepute, makes me laugh. 
ls it poſſible 1 ſhould be in greater real 
Difrepute, than it is at preſent? Were ever 
any Set ot Men ſo deſpiſed and ridiculed as 
the Hebrews, and all their Learning and 
Knowledge, by the great Men of the pre- 
ſent Age ! ſo ſlighted, that perhaps not one 
in a hundred, even of the Clergy, know ſo 
much as the Lellers of the Language? Were 
the Hebrew in the leaſt Credit, —thoſe de- 
1igned for Holy Orders would be examined 
in it at the Univerſities; at leaſt at their Or- 
dination, ſince the New 7. ſo often refers 
us to the Old, for the Evidence of Chriſti- 
anity, But let me appeal to two Authors, 
one at the Top of Polite Learning, and 
pe*thaps a Man of as fine an Imagination, 
and as ſmart a Writer as the Age has pro- 
Cuccd ; and the other as grave and Ortho- 
dox a Divine as the Age is bleſt with. Dr. 
Malen 1 mean fort the one, and Dr. 
S$t%bing for the other; the firſt, the re- 
puted Author of a Letter to Dr. V. and 
Tome Pieces about the Miracles ſuppoſed to 
be wrought in the firſt Age of the ES | 
for which J return him my hearty and ſin- 
cere Thanks; being in my humble Opi- 
nion cw doing great Service to the Chriſti- 
an Cauſe. But would a Man of his _ 
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have repreſented the Jes in ſo contempti- 


able a Light, and given ſuch broad Hints, that- 


he looked upon the Hebrew Scriptures, as 
little better than a Fable, had he not, un- 
fortunately for himſelf and the learned 
World, been led into the Miſtake, that the 
| * before Chriſt were ſuch Idiots Have 
been fince ; and that their Language and 
Scriptures make no better a Figure in them-- 
ſelves, than they do as they lay covered 
with Rabinical Dirt and Fil Or would 
a grave and Orthodox Divine, have fp 
ed, and in Print declared, that a future State 
was no conſtituent Part of the Moſiic Diſpen- 
tion, and that the Sanftions of the Jewiſh 
Law were Temporal only, purely Tenivoral, 
That the Jews did nat underſtand their mon 
Lato; and fo have made the Church of 
God a Parcel of Brutes, worſhipping they 
knew not whom, nor what, to have their 
Bellies filled? would I fay, fo great a Man 
have wrote In this Manner, could he have 
read the Bible, and if Hebrew, which con- 
tains two Thirds of the Written Nerd, and 
the Evidence of the whole, be in ſuch Diſ- 
repute. with our Top-Divines, what greater, 
Diſrepute can it be in? That H. has not 
diſcouraged- the Study of the Hebrew is 
pretty apparent, 1 Value of Hebrew 


4 


2 
tos | Books 
I f 3 1 . 

3 1 * — 5 - ? * 7 % " t, x Lg 2 

gd ? F 2 * 2 * 8 o * 

: 7 - 
13 4 
4 ; * | 
3 : f 


. 


Les Ti 
Books are riſen Cent. per Cent. and forms: 
others ſunk as much. 

Laſtly, I da not widerfland what thoſe. 
Stories of the Jews * which H. Fees, | 
Job "item Friend. 3 

oy he looked he might have 5 I 
| wen an Account at Fas ze, in his 
85 Fibres | Titings, i pam Rabinical | 

Learning is wal Page 33 „and till 
you have compared what Ee Com- 
mentators have ſaid on Scripture Subjects, 
with what H. has faid, you can't poſhibly 
be any Judge of this Part of the iſpute 
and till your Friend inſtances in ſome one ob. 
eure P cf the: Levitical 2 or one 
Particular, relating 20, * aſſover, that 
has been 3 u elp of the 

Rabbies, I ſhall only 2 bi by what I 
have ſeen of them, their chief Study has 
been to obſcure all the Levitical Law. © 

St. Paul, n his Epiſtle to the Hebrews, 
| grounds all his Arguments, on the 7. enets 

and Dofrines of the abbies, - 

Jus as much as he does upon the Al 
foran; the Rabjes and their Tenets were not 
then in being; the Apoſtates of his Time, 
as thoſe in our Lord's, had a Set of Tra- 


ditions, which made the Word of God of 
none Effect, and for which they are ſeverely 


copdemped by our Lord, and we cautioned | 
Over 


06] 


over and over agalii from Herd to an 
of theit T — . 3 as ne does in Far. 
ticular, from giving Heed to Jews 


iſo Fables, 
to theſe 10ho defired tobe Teacher's of 


but underſtood neither what 2 9 
1 . uain Yanglers, Chriſt 
tells e40s in his Time, = when he 


left them, * Devil would al rake a ſevenfold” 
more Poſſeſſion of them; and yet now, an 
Apoſtle is brought in, as grounding all his 
Arguments on the Tenets.and ines of 
che Rabies, the Heits of this Curſe on their 
| Fathers. How directly oppoſite St. Paul 
and thoſe Apoſtates are, you may ſee by one 
Inſtance. St. Paul grounds all. his Argu- 
ments on the Law having a Shadew only 
of the good Things to come ; they, all theirs, - 
on the Sacrifices, Waſhing, Kc. being Prin- 
eipals, not Types, the real and 7 
Atonement, he preaches a ſufferingM 
they a Temporal Prince; but perhaps 15 

3 means, a Tong ar : — 1 the 

criptures; in t © 

_ know not. The Rabies 5 
peal to Scripture, as conſtrued. by one ano- 
ther, as the Church of Rome - does, 2 
would be Teachers of the Law, but do not, 


as St, Paul ſays of them, underſtand it, a 


what they ce about it; which 1 e 
. Caſe wi ſome other * at pre wh 
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Ir b up too much Time to ex- 


amine the Targum here, and ſhew ns 

even they did not know a ; 
they were much honeſter te 
of another Stamp than the Jew!ſ Dahle, 
ſince z and Things make quite another Ap- 
in theirP tical Tranſlations, 
It is not #heir Afifance, but it is the Au- 
thority of the Rabies, the Talmuds, Miſhna, 
Gemara, he cries out againſt ; but by all 
Means, let Chriſtians read the LXX. and 

 Targums ; H. is far from Aicouraging, us I 
am ſure, 

The later Rabbies may help. us in fuch 
Points as no ways concern our Faith, —in 3 
their ciuil or religious Cum. 3 

Tur Whole of the Bible concerns our 
Faith; and their (if he Means the Moſaic) 
religious Cuſtoms were the Pictures of what 
we believe; and are declared fo by our 
Lord and his Apoſtles; and would have 
been ſeen to be ſo long ago, had not learn- 
ed Men charted and opened the Low, by the 
Affiſtance of the Rabbies, | 

Tt appears to me then, ſays your Friend, 
and. ſo it will preſently to Joh 

I dare fay it don't ap yet, 1 if ever it 
will, chat H. re iefled » tt Poles and Rules, 
me wo i the e J he v 
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reſolved his Fancy and Imagination ſhould 
1 „ e 
No Man indulged Imagination leſs; hay- 
ing put no Senſe upon a Word which it will 


not bear in every Place it occurs in, in the 


Bible, and which it ff have in ſome; and 
has laid himſelf under Reſtrictions which 
no Writer ever did before, as you will fee 


if you read him. If the Rabbies have wrote 


any thing that does not concern Chriſtia- 


nity, your Friend may make the moſt of 


them; H. has only attacked them on what 
2 have wrote, which does affect it, and 
before we leave this Subject, let me ſay once 
for all, that if your Friend, or any one elſe, 
will take any of theſe Rules of Conſtruction, 


or of Grammar, which H. has rejected, and 


ſhew they can be ſupported by uncontra- 
dicted Authorities from Scripture ; or will 
ſhew that any he has laid down cannot be 


ſupported by ſuch Authorities, I will ſfub- 


mit; and as to the Points, if he will pro- 
duce one Text that cannot be conſtrued 
without them; I will produce ten, that 
can be conſtrued without, and are not Senſe 
as they ſtand conſtrued by them. The 
Greek and Latin are dead Languages as well 
as the Hebrew; do we not try the Rules of 
Grammar by Authorities out of Greek and 
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6 55 . J 
Li Des Why not do the fame in 
Hebrew ? The Grammar is in the L. 


1 e 4 1 
| Prints are no Part of te Fang 
che Tall are; the Lan ge been 


writ above two thouſand Years before a 
Point was ever heard of; ſurely they had 
ſome Rules of Grammar which they writ 
by ; and if there ever was Grammar in the 
Wards, it is there ſtill ; whether H. has 
found it or no, I am ready to conteſt with 
jou Friend,” We defire no more than to 
ve the Words as the Prophets writ them, 
ks lik ep p the 2 which 785 an 0 
tion made by gue of Satan; 
to any other Rules, 1 fas rejected 
but a he faw could not 15 aps 
and were deſigned to miſlead us; and it ; 


why Calumny in the Apology to cry ou 


EF 


H. rejetted all the Afſitances that could te 


bad either from the Jewiſh or Chriſtian Com- 
ooh 2h or from the antient Yerflons, u 
laſtly 2 the nei 1 gh 3 Languages, 
ALL this, 1 fay, is meer Calumny, fince 

it is ſo well 1 he has made uſe of all 
thoſe Helps. He has ſhewn the immenſe 
| Diſlance bety ixt the Hebrew and the neigh- 


bouring Languages; but has conſented, with 
Reſtrictions mentioned, to make uſc of them, | 
in 


tr) 


in conſtruing a Word that occurs but once 


a but be thanked 


2 of thoſe Words; thoſe of tl 
occur too de 


op: Ip. than compar paring the 

together, and a Mind unbi by Roe 
_ 0 ft oe IT 75 
TYMQOLOGY, „is tracing a 

Word up to its Rags, 5 pe be done 

oy 255 ns fn in pate Corgi and Facility in 

an in any, other 

Wen as IE wes the EY 


72 maſt 1 lor d and ne ova; 7 2 


borrowed. Words; the Letters in a Root 1 

few, 09 the Chen es made in a Word, 
tions , very ſmall, moſt: 

br by the J ge ag W of L 


or two, and, toes Fo ame in all other 


5 ah and its wu. A Ka ules have few or 


9 375 5 2 has 455 
Way. is om 
other ſtrong Reaſons, be T's 7 


of the Derivation in other the e. 22 


fore he came to, or thought of the 


tion of 295, he had braved that that Fi. 


gure was a icture or Hier 5 hical Re- 
preſentation of the Perſonal Mb 770 * 
of him that was to be, 
taken into the Eſſence, 2nd le {Bo 
every Name that! of named in this * 
an 


e, for 


* 


- 


ES 


6nd the next. He had found out, * 
Doe were Rulers or Di/po Ypoſers | 

EAN and the Names or nen e or | 

of the three Perſons in Jebouab, who | 

25 called Fire, Light, Spirit, before eyer 

| he derived tte from bt to diſpoſe, order, 


or place, and ſo as a Noun, a Name, as 
js put for the Thing itſelf. 
But not one Thiſtance can be WE 
where . Tee, Names; the e floral 
Noun bein 1 written M 
Wnno $s not this? Hat not H. ſaid 
ſo, and given a Reaſon, why de which in 
the ſingular Numb. is Name, and when 
uſed for a Perſon of Jebovab, as it oſten is, 
and is then Maſculine, ſhould have the. 
Maſculine Termination likewiſe, when ap- 
plied to the Agents in the Air, which' bear 
the ſame Names, as the Perſons in Fehovab? 
Chriſt is called Light, and thę Word, there 
is a Condition of the Air likewiſe called 
Light and the Word, and ſo on; and the 
Nesſon why he choſe to conſtrue pow by 
Names, rather than ruling Agents, or ſome 
ſuch Term, was from the, 42 and 5 
Idea they give us of a Trinity in Unit 
the Word ſo rendered bein a conſtant A 
morial, that the Celeſtial Fire, Light and 
Spirit are Namesor Repreſentatives. Cu ſtom 


bath! not * familiarizedi it toour Ears and it 
1 | ſounds ; 


4 „ 
Soo odd; e . or C0 
more of the ſame Nature, have been of great 
Uſe. to the Learned, and ſerved as a Ball tio 
play with: Your Friend gives one, two, 
— different Etymologies of tynw ; all 
right no Doubt of it. Furſt aRabinicl one, 
ich he ſeems to adopt more ly, 
as his own, viz. DD og. ateri-there ; 
= Scripture affords ut ſom Li 7 in 2 


5 78 c the * = is faid to baue 


ts divide the Waters that wert below, 


Tux this ſhould have been the Nathe; 
8 above Heaven, and not of Hea- 
905 6 fince the Waters are not h. 
but above it; and this fine Fe 

broke its own Neck. 7 720 

Mis fimple and ea . Exp 2 F the. 
Name, agrees with of Non 0 Holy ; 
Writ ; which acquarnts us 5 55 are Waters 
above the Heavens, Pal. 148. 4. and that 
God opened the Windows, or Hud Gates, ar 
Doors of Heaven. © 


had made _ 
Ks which were above; OD Heaven, DN 1M 


TurRE were Waters, Ahl the Hel- 8 


low of the Earth was full of Air, above 
Air or Heaven, but there are none ſuch 
now; and you may as well put in were as 
are into the Text above; there is no Verb 
Subſtantive there * The Flood-Gatee, 

2 cr 
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or Windows, or Doors, or Pugs for or, or, 
of the Air, muſt beOpenings in 
„has explained fr! cas an an Ars 
gibl and Jefenfible Account of the For- 
mation, Deluge, and Reformation of the 


Bar what Reaſon con be 4 af obs the 
Firmament ſhould be called the Names, be- 
cauſe it divided the Waters from the Waters, 
As good a one, as why it ſhould be call- 
ed Waters-there, it was a Water- 
divider. It is a Pity di had not ſignified to 
Avid: Can't we find no Word that ſounds 
like bg, or looks ſomething like it in Jie, 
Welſh or 23 which ſignifies to divide, 
N ſplit; or ſuppoſe it formerly ſig 
ified ſo z though the Root be | 
now wore out or loſt !- rare | 
would do; but Waters-there hath two ugly 
Objections to it; in the firſt Place the Text 
 fays, the Waters are not chere, but above it; 
in the next Place there is no Reaſon w 
it ſhould be called Waters-there, beca 
it was a Water-divider, Such, Sir, ſuch 
ridiculous Nonſenſe contrary to itſelf, to 
Scriptuse, to common Senſe is the Stuff 
fetched from the Rabies, He might have 
had ſeveral other Etymologies the 
N 


this. 


Bocnanr 


in 


a 


Boi CHART gives us another Etymology, 


2 the Arabic Root 11h, Emi 


nere, and 
tber the 


merly 5 clean . 
now ho 

I don't like this 4rabit Derivation, be- 
cauſe the Word was in Uſe, . and moſt like- 


our Friend, 40bo can tell, whe- 


before the Arabians, or their were 
Being; and the Derivation from Tow 
with his. je; van tell, I leave till 


| does tell, amps, High Places, may very 


likely be borrowed the Phanicians, 
and derived from dy, ſince it was thoſe 
Agents the High Places were dedicated to, 
2 which had Images bearing the ſame 


Ts. is old tale Cant, that any thi that 
implys Knowledge in it, is 00 3 e and 
intricate W 1 2 the ras _ 

e, ana Jor icttyof t aun 
LE 
TI y had God for their Inſtructor i in 
the primeval State, and he formed the 


Hebrew Language, and what wonder, if 


the Words have a Meaning, and that ex- 


preſſive of the real Ideas of Things? and 
tor the Truth of this, I appeal to wont ft 


has wrote, 


if 


— — alſo had not for- 


ly. had an Etymology, about 3000 Years 
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If Shemoſh, the Lig! bt 700 35.) was l. 


hoes 2 0 the bn Perſon in the Tri- 


its Name ex and fignify. 
N it to les te Kl 4 


was not originally calle 3551 The Orig 2 
and proper Nai of Light was Me. 1 
Tux Solar-Light was called zh. long 
before Genefis was wrote, and MN is a pro- 
per Name for Light ; and Chriſt is often 
called tt, and 1135, another proper Name 
of Light. MH isthe Orbs of the Sun, Moon, 
and Stars, which were framed to ſupport the 
| Adtionof Fire which makesLight. Orb 
of the eminent opt jointly ,theother 
toreturn it at ſecond Hand, ſo are enn ng 
a Ned, an Inſtrument for the Uſe 0 77 
to ſend it to the Earth, as expreſſed, 70 giuve 
Light upon the Barth; andthe ſacred Hi ri- 
an does not once mention the Word m in 
the firſt of Gengſi, becauſe he doth not 
once in that Ch. ſpeak of that Moiety of the. 
Heavens ifluing in Light from the Sun, 
as diſtint from the Solar-Fire, and the 
other Streams of Light, which Shemrfh 1 s 
uſed for. i 
If your Friend don't like the Etymology | 
of Pe, the running Orb, as it is botrowed 
from Commentators and Dictionaries, he 
may reject it, only don't let him blame us 
| for waking uſe of them, tis #hezrs, not er 


4 * 
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mologies of Hebrew Words, is prog Figed 
to Jewiſh Fables; and as long as the Learned 
are called Learned, for mudling in that 


Heap of Blaſphemy and Nonſenſe, the Ra» 
binical Writings; ſo long, not only the 


Etymologies, but the Grammar and Senſe 
and Credit of the Scriptures, will be uncer- 


tain, and inconcluſive; a Jeit to the Enemy, 


and an Ignis fatuus to Friends. The Hebrew, 


don't mean Chalde, or Rabieniſm, is as 


different from other Languages, and ex- 
ceeds them as much in its Concsſeneſs and 
N as poſſible. dei 

s to your Friend's Queſtion, (p. 39.) 


What doth an 7 prove or ſhew, which 
ed, 


is lf i 


Wu x, juſt as much as if it had ngt been 
diſputed ; and in this Caſe, I hope, more; 


fince the little that is oppoſed, and that in 
general Terms, will ſerve to convince every 


impartial Perſon, that nothing material can 
be objected, But what is there that is not 
diſputed ! and what End can we expect of 
Diſputes, when People raiſe them againſt 


what they never ſaw ; I mean here, the 
Reaſons for H's Etymologies, which your 


Friend never ſaw, at leaſt don't take any 
He. 


Notice of them? 


* 4 


125 What has made that Confuſion in the Ety- 
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Wr are now got to Page 40. where H. 

—— not - only with Tranſlations that 


is e 

throw Obſcurity and Confuſion on the Con- 
text, hf which — — Ti , Viz, 
to turn the. literal Meaning of Scripture into 
Alger y. Gen. 1. 1,-We are taught tg 
read, in the Summit God created the 


ught him to read it in the Sum. 
mit not H. nor the Propoſals, where did 
be pick this up! Z's ufing Names for the 
Heavens, may be obſcure, to you, who 
have never read him, nor perhaps the Pro- 
peſals through; becauſe you don't know 
what Idea the Author fixed to the 
þ ary us he _—_— 2 ys Sf Cone 
 Tufion and Obſcurity on ext itſelf, you 
will look 5 e ſay, 4 
pe irony Be ion to prejudice 
you _ „ „ 
Vo this N p rotati ue Motion bert 
(Pal. 19.) attributed to the Light, it is con- 

ceived, is diretily repugnant, not only to H. 
I am ſorry I am fo often obliged to ob- 
ſerve, that your Friend doth not know what 
H's Principles are, which he is oppoſing ; 
but fights in the Dark, and ſtrikes at he 
knows, not what, nor why. Your Friend i 
aflirms the Note, that pp is CR 
| + ution 


but wont 90 in eee, for an Argu- 


duced of the Obſcuri 


TCC 
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havior if che . Wenn beg % its 


— the Orb makes no Revolu- 
of the Orb, 


tion, nor does the Text f| 


ere be a Plenum, 


the Sun, to beyond the fixt Stars, and Part 


be melted down at the Sun continually into 


Light and iſſue thence in Rays every Way 


to the Circumference, what becomes of it; 


when it is got to its ne plus ultra it muſt 
return back again, and the Word is as pro- 
perly uſed, to this Return from all Parts, 

from every Point of 'the Circumference of 


the Sphere, to the Center, as any Word in 


the Tongue; after” what H. has wrote on 
this Head, your Friend ſhould have ct 
us ſomething beſides his o] ſay ſo 


Affirmation paſſes in England for an Oath, 


ment. 
Pſal. 444 11. is 


Y and Confufion H. 


throws on the Tea, which he tranſlates; 


Let the Airs irradiutèe, and the Earth F 
revolve; and the chief Objection” to this 
1s, that 5 has not cleared on Ideas of 197 


and 12%, as well as d and 15; it not Kong 
clear to the Apologiſt, why the Heavars m 


not be ſaid to —— as well as the Field and 
| Trees to be Joyful. 


'L ” Wovre 5 


nee pro 
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- Wov rp it not have been 3 
— to have examined whether 
thoſe Words have not alſo each of them i 
natural material Idea as well as the other 
and have tried how this Senſe would then 
have run together? 

Tux Heathens: hid rejefted-the- true 
God, and choſen the — the Creature 
in his Stead, and abuſed all thoſe:Informa- 
tions God had wen them by: Inegery, . 
turaland Artificial, ſuch as Trees, Flowen, 
Streams in Paradiſe, the Cherubim, Ge, 
and made every Thing almoſt 2 reſen· 
tative of their God in ſome of its Powers 
or Attributes; ſo the ets Who pre- 
dicted the Cayyigon of 4 e | 
_ expreſs it often by covering the | 
with Darkneſs, extinguiſhing the Litre 
the Sun, blaſting the Trees (which they 
made Emblems, and in Groves of which, 
they worſhipped) and promiſe neu Heguens 
and new new Earth, where all thoſe Things 
ſhould be ackn d to be God's Crea · 
tures, and Glory and Honour and Praiſe 
be given him for them; where Jehova 
ſhould be Ving, and — Heavens, which 
they were called, to the Diſhonour of God, 
by all the Earth, almoſt, when the P/alnift 
wrote: The Pſalmiſi predicts this great 

Change by defcribing the new Heavens and 
new 


FS} 
and act, and the Earth be moved and acted 
upon, and the Produce of it grow and thrive 
to Jehivah, and not as then to the Heavens. 
Tell it out among the Heathens, that Jeho- 
vah is King ; tba it is. he who mage the 
World fo ftrong it weer be ſhaken, that he 
will judge the People righte 
Airs JSritadiate and 4 25 Earth revolve ; 
the Sea rar, and all that therein 1s 1 re 
Field pr. ſper, and all that is in it; then 
ſhall all the Trees of the Wed, thrive 
before (and ſo give the Attributes of 
Strength, Glory and Greatneſs to) Jehovah 
2 he cometh, for be cometh to Junge the 
2 all axe the World in co. 
le in bis Truth ; Hol, 2 


— 2 1 in Ni ehteonſugſ 


19. . ir unto 
and in 7 
and in Mu An in Trutb. The Trees 
that ood by the Houſe of Baal and waved 
their Tops 0 the Heavens, or ſent forth 
their fragrant Odours, and gave their Wine 
and Oil to the King (Molock) now ſtand by 
the Houſe of Fehovah, as his Creatures, and 
ſpread out their flouriſhing Boughs as a 
helter for his Servants, and pour out their 
Strength to him that gave it; and fo by 
their Situdttion, Beauty, and Thriviog, ſhew 
themſelves to belong to him, who had all 
L 2 Power 


gere 5 


Loving-kindneſs - 


3 
Power in his Hands; and not looking like 
the hlaſted Trees of Baal; Trees can neither 
clap their Hands ner rejoyce, but the Trees 
of Jebovab might be full of Sap, and ſay 
all that the moſt beautiful Imagery can de- 
ſcribe, without it. God had declared he 
would bathe bis Sword in the Heavens, and 
cover them with Darkneſs, which would at 
once ſtop the Motion of the Earth, and 
make it a Defart Wilderneſs. Here, he 

omiſes to heal the Wound, and orders the 

eavens to ſhine forth again, and the Earth 
to revolve, and the Produce of it to thrive 
and proſper before, as in the Preſence of 
Jebovab, look at Tſaiab 35. 1, 2. and it 
is evident, the Words tranſlated rejorce and 
ing, have natural and material Ideas, be- 
ing uſed to Plants thriving, Sue and 
bloſſoming ; and that their doing ſo, was 
ſhewing the Glory of the Lord, and the Ex- 
cellency of our God. The Glory (of the 
Trees) of Lebanon; and m, the Excellency 
of (the Groves on) Carmel and Sharon, Am. 
1, 2. Sc. were to wither, but to reflouriſh 
(as in this Pſal.) all the Trees of the Foreſt 
were before Jehovah. If we want proper 
Words in Engliſb to expreſs the natural and 
material Ideas of hv, 10 Cc. when uſed 
to the thriving and flouriſhing of Plants, 
and the Effects of the Sap a in 
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them, that is no Reaſon why ſuch Words 
| had not ſuch, Ideas fixed to them, as the 


Prophets plainly uſe them for. $ 
The Jey and Gladneſs here poetically 


appropriated, by the Plalmiſt, to the Hea- 


vens and Earth are figurative Expreſſions. 
SHOULD not we have been told what 


they are Figurative of | What Imagery, 


or Beauty there is in the Air's Laughing, 
and the Ground's Singing? Now if he wi 

look into H, he will ſoon ſee the Imagery, 
the Scriptures preſent us with, in the Hea- 
vens Shining, the Earth's revoluing, and 


Trees being full of Sap, and flouriſhing &c. 


Theſe material Ideasare ſomething to frame 
into an Image; are a Ground to lay expreſ- 
eue, affecting and beautiful Colours upon. 
Your Friend takes away the Paint and the 
Canvas, and then bids the Painter draw his 


Picture; and thinks to ſolve the ALIA 
e 


with calling it Poetical, and referring to t 
Claſſicks for Authority; every Figure which 
is not drawn from ſomething that really ex- 


iſts, is only pretended to be a Figure ; the 


Heavens never laugb, ſo you can't make a 


| Figure of their Laughing. It is direct * x” 


ſenſe. And now, Sir, I leave it to you, 
which Tranſlation makes the beſt Senſe ; 


and in ſhort, whether the old Tranſlation 


pe any Senſe at all. Jos 
4 Want W 


W 
„We now paſs on to the moſt mateiet 
trad ps 0 Spiritual Senſe enſe, in Pr 44, oy 
OE TR Te | 
: 1 imo ory, age 43. — 
would hove l jr hirn egory in 
* (Gen. 1.) 
Dns y your Friend abe e. ad. ina . 


Ein . literal Beads} The Image and 


of God, that Man is create 

ways been conſtrued in a Spirit A 
bb; by aimg/t all Mankind, fo almoſt all 

Mankind have looked for Ae and Ale. 

gory in this C | 
II lerein the / acred Hiforion yeloers the 
Tranſattions of the Ang during bis 
V e in tbe. Plain ond in. 

me tas, he may think 
5 z as | 
2 e ee were never ma 72 of, 

nee Captivi of the one 
1 977 by K. rn py 

the Apologi/t with. 15 Teachers, can 
make either — . Sen, or Truth * 
chem; if he thinks he ean ſet him try hi I 

Skill upon thoſe few Difficulties 1 have 


ſtarted at the Begining of this Letter. But 


who makes an Allegory of it! What is 
your good Friend dreaming of 1 Here is no 


* but the literal Senſe of the Words 


given 


?˖ 1 
uſt nou he was blamed for etymo- 
| — the ſe very Words, i. e. giving them 
the natural Senſe and preciſe Meaning of the 
Roots they belong to; now an A 
is an Allegory, a ſtrange Creature this | 
that the fame thing in him ſhould be both 
Literal and Allegerical, Your Friend runs 

himſelf out of and I was in 
Pain for kim till he g ot to cke End of the 
Bentencs, and — to have been telling a 
2 H. makes the dor by their Sub- | 
ance fill all the in this Syſtem which 
the ſolid Orbs do not; extends their. King- 
dom and Power to beyond the fixed Stars; 
ſo malces them Lords over the Bodies of 
Men, Rulers and Orderers of all Things 
below, and by their being Repreſentatives 
ofthe Err; Three, ;makes them che Ant 
ifible God, and 


only ſtanding Examp les of Obedience to 
Men, but 1 
firſt Article of our Creed; and wherever 
their Mechaniim was underſtood, a Tri- 
nity was always acknowledged, ſeen and 
underſtood ; and will be ſo again where 
ever that Knowledge gains Ground: all 
this might be called #7ghry: and grand, 
but ſhould never have thought of its being 
cenſured as Jeſune and confined and Ener- 

|  wating 


Þ 


cContends the 


f * "Y 


vating the Meaning of Moſes, and Low and 
Viſipid: Either your Friend or I don't know | 
what Lom and Confined means. Nor RENE 
the Shadow of Pretence to ſay, H. turns 
all into Allegory, and excludes the literal 
Senſe, He muſt retain the material Senſe, 
or he could not uſe that as the Glaſs in 
 which-weſee the Spiritual, He muſt make 
the Heavens or Air really exiſt in three 
Agents, be Rulers in this Syſtem, be of 

the ſame Subſtance, three in one; or they 
could not be Names, Repreſentatives, as he 
are, The 4 logit need not 
be afraid of lorious Reſult of the fix Day's 
Wor kmanſhip 0 Aa i, Fa reduced 
0 a Neon-entity, the dark, unmeaning origi- 
nal Chaos. + 'The Account has lon lain as 
a Chaos, an unmeaning Jumble of Words, 
and it is not his unreaſonable Fright about 
nothing, ſhall deter me from defendinf the 
Illuſtration of it. The glorious Account 
of the ſix Days Work, is ſuch as you may 
now venture to tell Free-thinking and Evth : 

diſpoſed Men, contains more Knowledge 
and Philoſophy than all the Books, on 


Subject wrote ſince; could the Newtenians 


have confuted his Notions of try 5 95 
of a Plenum ; the Air's per formin 


Operations of Nature, &c. they had long 
ago done it. | 


2 Your 


tw! 


Your Friend p- 44. ) gives another I 
fance in A HH, turning the Hiftorical 
1 of Scripture into Figure and Allegory ; 


onſtruQtion of 5192 is, he or . 43 


which purifies ; the Word is ſo uſed in the 
— Scriptures, and it is not ſo much as pretend- 
ed, that 5 J is not regularly derived from 


N; other Words being formed in the ſame 


Manner; your Friend ſays in the Note, 
that Lexicographers uſually derive it from 


the two-fold Signification of its Radix Ma, 


comedit, elegit ; the Lexi cographers follow 


the Rabies in dividing the Hebrew Roots, 


and conſtrutng them; but it is not true to 


el, 262 ey uſually derive i it from 7392 elegrt, 
ſelegit, ab eels quia eleguntiir, &c. be- 


1 Le People chuſe, whom they ſhall 5 

«© gree with, and what they all a 
upon.“ Munſter ives no Del 
f it at all, and Marius de Caldſfio & 
rives it from Ng, to cut : Nor ban it 
come from ; the N in Na, 70 eat, is 
Radical, and it is a diſtinct Root from . 


or Ya, to cleanſe, chuſe, ick out ; you 
33 once find n42, for pure or choice, 


ept where the d is Feminine; many of 


oots are divided wrong in the D:#j- 


2 and this among others: Had 13 
been the Root, the Noun would have been 
a; this * Friend knows, and his 

MX Concor = 


2H 
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Concordance will ſne him ſeveral Inſtances 
of 772, for the Noun, but not one of 11912; 
the only Place 1712 occurs in, except where 
it is conſtrued a Covenant, it fignifies ſome 
* Cleanſer, and is by all the Di&#ionaries de- 
rived from A. Marius de Calaſſio indeed 
doth not confound theſe two Roots, though 
many others do. Let us now ſee the Texts, 
where H 5 cal Facts are turned into Fi- 
gure and Allegory by this Derivation of 
Beritb. Gen. 1 wa God cut off Pi. | 
rifier with „ee and 17. 2. J will 
ve my Furiſie r between thee and me, &c, 
1% is the 3 here ! Why this plain 
Fae, that God 2 ſend the Redeemer 
ta purge him from his Sins; and that he 
ould ſtand between God and Man, 
as one to ayert the Divine Wrath, and 
trauſmit a Blefling to them; and as an Ear- 
2 of a Land of Eternal Reſt, gives then 
Canaan , r and is nok 
this as plain and clear as & cutting off a Co- 
 venant, or roifing up a Covenant ? but cons 


ſtruc 1 it, making a Covenant what Was 


that Covenant od made with Abraham ? 
Why, « Promiſe, that in his Seed ſtould all. 
be Nations 0 the Earth be bleſt; that Waal a 
| oul 


* It; is well 13 that J is to cut . and Dp 
to funky or aufe © fand WP” 


mould deſcend from him; and he himſelf 
receive the Bleſſing from one to deſcend 
from his Loins. Abraham knew Chriſt 
was to come, and what he was to do for 
him. He kney that Man, as polluted, was 
unfit to come into the Preſence of God; 
and that the Deſign of Chriſt's coming, was, 
to do that for Man which he could not 
do for himſelf, viz. make him clean, pure, 
and take off the Curſe. The great Buſi- 
e was to ws ee 
an I, our DINS zmpe 
This was 00 Acton made 5 info 
Worlds; and Purification is the Melo . 
End, and Def n of it; we were not, nor 
are Parties in this Covenant; nor have we 
uy Hand -or Share in the Performance of 
it. The Covenant was made before we 
| were created; and thePurification or Atone- 
ment made by Chriſt, when we knew no- 
thing of it. Man may be admitted by God, 
and was, and is ſo, into a Share of the Be- 
_ nefits, to partake of it on certain Conditions 
to be performed by him; as Sacrifice, 
which was a deſcriptive Ach of the Man- 
ner ; killing the Beaſt, ſhedding its Blood, 
and ſprinkling and cleanſing with it ; and 
Circumciſion was appointed as a Memori al, 
a conſtant ſtanding i oken that the Puri- 


fier 2 be in their Fleſh; as he was 


2 when 


. * * 
. 
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when Jebouab aroſe in Duft ; and both the 
Sacrifice and Circumciſion are called by the 
ſame Name, as the Picture always bears 


” ö E 
- - 


750 17. 10. is, This is (the Sign or To- 


en, or Memorial of) my, Purifier, ſo Cir. 
cumciſion is explained in the very next 
Words; not the Covenant or Federal Aft ; 
but a Token or Memorial. Moſes deſigned 
to inform us that God here enjoins Circum- 
ciſion, to be a Sign of the Purifier whom 
God had appointed the Mediator betwixt 
himſelf and Abraham, and his Deſcendants; 
on Performance of which on their Part he 

romiſes on his Part, to raiſe up one in their 
Fleſh to purify them. This is a plain, and 
true Account and eaſy to be underſtood; 
I amat a Loſs for the Reaſonof your Friend's 


Aſſertion, that. i, we tranſlate the Word 


D Purifier, then the Words rvn2 med, 
for the Sign of the Purifier, muſt be reſtrained 
wholly to the Grace beſtowed en God's Part. 

Dip they not then make that Sign in 
their Fleſh or does the Expreſſion, Sign 


of the Purifer, imply they did not ? What 


is meant by reſtraining it wholly to the Grace 
beſtowed on God's Part? The Grace of God 
was Fern us in Chriſt Jeſus before the 
Fonndation of the World, and God here 


promiſes Abraham, that he ſhould pare 


the Name of what it is drawn for; and 


Pay a | PIER RY F <a" Y —. Mx women” ww a wi. a a — 
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of it; that the Conveyer of that Grace 
ſhould ariſe in Fleſh, and deſcend from him, 
and appoints a Sign or Memorial of ſuch ' 
Promiſe, and Abraham makes the Sign on 
himſelf and all the Males of his Family, 
that he might be entitled to that Grace ; and 
have beſides, the high Honour of tranſ- 
mitting down the Holy Seed; Is the Sign, in 
this View, leſs a Sign than in any other? and 
was not each circumciſed Perſon, N 12 
a Son of him, whom God has given, Jai. 
42. 6. for 112 (nonſenſically tranſlated, 
Covenant) a Purifier of the People? and I 
think this laſt Text is an expreſs Declara- 
tion of the O/d J. that 12 is not Cove- 
nant but Purifier. To talk of Man's mak- 
ing a Covenant with God in any other Senſe. 
than Submiſſion to the Terms ſet him; a 
Deſire of being admitted to the Benefit of 
that Atonement which they agreed before 
the World was made, that one of them- 
ſelves in Fleſh, pe make for 3 is 
eſumptuous and againſt the Senſe of Scrip- 
Ma — the Nature of the Thing.—I/ ie 
(Circumciſion) was not deſigned to be a Co- 
venant between God and the Jews, it is bard 
to gueſs, why it was enjoined, p. 45, 
Nor at all, the Text ſays expreſly, it 
was enjoined as a Sign or Memorial of him, 
who is the Covenant (if 112 muſt be _ | 
5 te 


ſo. But this an 


1 5 — — 
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flated, Covrriont) God. it was a Sign? 


that God had made a Quenant for thetm, not 
that they had made one 29726 It dy lon hs 


they ſhould enjoy the Benefit of it on doing 


more what they are called ihan a Picture of 
a Man, is the Man. . 


You will obſerve; that your Friend bar 
been for twoPages, in 44,45, aproving that 


p” turned the Hiſtorical Fa into Figure 20 | 


or, and rendered ebe noble andunaſfette 
Ss of the ſacred Hiſtorian, intricate 
antobſcure, but now the Charge varies; Pap 


46: and it is a frons Opinion, a comfortable 
Doctrine, only 7 H. bas placed it on the 


Support of ſuch Argummits, a6" gannot 


be defended ; Chriſt is as much the Media- 


tor of the Old T. as the new';; The Lau vas 
ordained by Angels in the Hard of the Media- 


tor, and eee, is but one Mediator between 


God and Man, the Mun Chtiſt Jeſus, ab 


gave himſelf, a Ranſom for all; and\Abrithiam 
and his Deſcendants were Chriſtians in 


Faith and Knowledge, as much ab we are. 


If this be certain; and the Words of Ser 
ture by regular Conſiruttion do ſay it, is 


Go: 


Rabies, the Apoſtates not having laid it, 
f ee Reaſon for any one to ſay, the 
ure doth not give the legt Countenance 


Ws 


their other Rites were no 


1 A. — TY 


© 1 —_— 1 


; * 
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Wu 2 27 * in the next Place, 


po. vouc 72 to Ao and the 
Patriarchs are ſuppoſed, 0 to 2 b a- 
vowed Tenets of the Je 0 e 
Churches, to be the no pally ions nat of God 
the Father, but of God the Son. | 
WHAT 2750 Church does he mean ? 
the oy. Spokes 7 ews who had renounced 
_ Chriſt | they have made many treacherous 
3 or their Anceſtors before 
Chriſt ? if the Latter, we know nat what 
was their avowed Tenets z the Opinion of a 
Man or two is not to be called the avowed. 
Tenets af any Church: If the former, I fay, 
has been often {aid by many, and prov- 
„that the Spirit of God had forlaken' 
an Tewes and "they were no ways capable” 
or willing to inſtruct us in the Hebrew 
Scriptures, and ſecondly, that the Fathers, 
or primitiveChriſtian Church, knew little 
or nothing of Hebreu, and what they did 
know, * had from thoſe Apaſtates; he 
knows there were but twa of them that 
pretended to any thing of Hebrew, and 
therefore what ſounds great, the avowed 
Tenets of the Jewiſh aud Ghriftian Churches, 
15 Ns AAA H, has ſhewn, * 
* 
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all the three Perſons of the Trinity 9 8 
ed to Abraham ; and one would think fo; 


from the firſt Words, Jebovab perry to - 
bim, and he looked, and lo three Men flood by 

bim. They were each, Jehovah, or none 

of them, en may ſee at large in H. ſo 

the avowed Tenet is falſe, that God the Fa- 

ther, did not appear ; but to the Conclu- 

fion of this Argument. nn 

— And conſequently furniſhes us teith an 

indiſputable Argument for the Divinity of 

the ſecond Perſon ; which H's Explanation 

of the foregoing Texts entirely overthrows; 

fince it ſuppoſes that the Divine Perſon who 

gave the Son to be a Os between him- 

ſelf and Abraham, was God the Father, 

— No really it doth not; it ſuppoſes it to 

de de mv who promiſed that bne of 

themſelves ſhould ariſe in Fleſh, and atone 

for our Sins, Ch. 17. v.77. © Iwillraiſe 

« up my Purificr,—that 1 may be phe 

« unto thee,” and to thy Seed after thee.” 

So it is the Aleim who promiſe to raiſe up 

the Purifier. There is a long Chapter on 

this Word n, in H's Trinity of the Gen- 

tiles, which your Friend ought to have read, 

before he had undertaken to confute it. And 


— now, give a direct Anſwer to the Queſtion, 


How comes mma ever to ſignify a Co- 
venant? I anſwer it never does, It is either 


Purifier 


3 
Purifier or Purification; and the Exbibition 
or Sacrifice, which was cutting off, in Type, 
this Puriſier, was what they confirmed 
their Covenants by, becauſe the Benefits of 


this great Mercy was the Confideration that 


bound them to obſerve their Contracts; and 


To cutting off a Berith togethgr, often im- 


plies a Covenant made, ' though it don't 
D e 
Tux Anſwer to p. 47, 48, and 49. on 
the Quere, whether H's Tranſlation of the 
Old T. may not ſometimes contraditt the Ex- 
planation given of thoſe Texts by theſe Wri- 
ters of the New, may be given in fewWords . 
on the Authority of our Church, that the 
LXX. Tranſlation, which they moſtly fol- 
lowed, “ was not fo found and perfect, 
r but that it needed, in many Places Cor- 
erection, and who had been ſo ſufficient 
* for this Work, as the Apoſtles and 
* Apoſtolic Men, yet it ſeemed good to 
ee the Holy Ghoſt, and to them, to take 
that which they found, the ſame being 
i for the greateſt Part true and ſufficient, 

* rather than by making a new Tranſlation 
t in that new World, and green Age of 
« the Church, to expoſe themſelves to 
„ many Exceptions and Cavillations, as 
* though they had made a Tranſlation to 
* ſerve their own Turn, and therefore bear- 
© ing Witnefs to themſelves, their Witneſs 
| | A Wag 


* . 
| kh 
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« was not to be regarded. So Bir, vou 
ſee, we are — no Neceſſity to give 


Judgment a q the Apoſtles, they muſt 


m_ iven Judgment 5 themſelves, 
corrected the Tranſlations they 
3 St. Stephen was in the Right to 


ule "4 for Berith; and yet H. may be 


in the Right in tranſlating it, Purifier, 
and this fine Dilemma, your Friend ſeems 
ſo pleaſed to have gfgught the Editors in, 
ww ves a Nooſe not ſtrong enough to hold a 

oodcock. The ſame Anſwer is ſufficient 


for all that follows to the Middle of p. 49. 


they made the beſt they could of a faulty 


Tranſlation, and refer us not to the LXX, 


but the Original, to Moſes and the Pro- 


phets ; all this has been canvaſed before, 


but your Friend ſtarts up ** one juſt wak- 


cd out of a Dream, he rightened 


in, and flouriſhes away upon a Glo Ob- 


jections, without taking any Notice of what 
has been anſwered, and perhaps knows no- 


thing of the Matter, 
His Scheme bath not been thorou gbly « can- 


vaſed and examined; and we know not what 
wwe are to truſt to, when we admit it. 


THEREFORE We will reject it at once, 


| dense it has not been examined and can- 
_ ; his Wong have been abroad long 


11 enough 
* See the Preuce to the E "elit Bible. | - 
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enough, and publickly ſold as other Books 
are; and why was it not examined Why 
EY gore pretended, and 1 and Ap- 
prehenfions urged, as Reaſons for diſcoura- 
ging the Republication of his Writings ? 
ſhew any Thing bad or falſe in his Scheme, 
and that would be to the Purpoſe, but leave 
Megrims and imaginary Frights to Child- 
ren, they don't become Men. | 
 TnreReE is another Thing, Sir, I ſhould 


defire of your Friend, and that is, to give _ 


a fair State of the Caſe; and when he 
would anſwer H's Conſtruction of this or 
that Word, he would give us what he ſays 
in his own Words, and not miſrepreſent it, 
through Hurry or Ignorance, or for ſome 
other worſe Reaſon; thus H, does not 
conſtrue h to curſe, or tranſlate it, he 
execrated; his Words are, in Man who 
« -who takes an Oath, it is to imprecate a 
e conditional Malediction upon himſelf, 
if he perform not the Corcrant In Je- 
tc hovah, or Alein, it is a Condeſcenſion to 
e the Capacities of Creatures; he or they 
© call their own Attributes to witneſs, and 
cannot lie, nor can there any Evil come 
« to them, * and all the Dictionaries I 
have, agree in this Senſe of the Word, and 
fay, as Leigh does in his Critica Sacra, an 
Oath with Execration or Curſing, and gives 
N 3 +. oo 


* Sine Prin. Page 100 


[ 160 } 
this Reaſon. for it, that an Oath implies a 
Curſe, and is confirmed by it. Every Oath 
lays the Perſon who takes it under a con- 
ditional Execration ; I appeal to the Com- 
mon Senſe of Mankind for the Truth of 
this; how then hath H. confounded Cur- 
Jong, and Swearing, “ ſince Swearing ne- 
ceſſarily implies a Curſe ? But it is not fair 
to ſay, he conſtrues Dm", execrated, he 
doth not conſtrue it ſo ; though he does 
tranſlate ph ſo, Job 19. 26. but not 


debe. Is there no Difference betwixt a 


Participle Paſſive, and a Noun Subſtantive? 
Chriſt was. made the Curſe for us; Why 
then not tranſlate hi in its obvious Senſe, 
when applied to him? It ſays then juſt 
what the Apoſtle ſays, that Chriſt was made 
the Curſe ; and if the Perſons of the Trini- 
ty have really. bound themſelves by Oath, 
where can be. the Hurt, or what Reaſon 
can be aſſigned, why a Name which ſays ſo, 
ſhould not be ſo conſtrued ? I know of 
one, and that is the Apeſtates have taught 
your Friend, that dyn, as a Verb, ſhall 
ſignify quite different from what it does 
as a Nown, and their Authority muſt not 
be diſputed ; I might add another, that 
ſome of theſe Conſtructions help to prove, 
that Job, and the Jews, &c. were Chri- 
ſtians. The Scriptures often call the n. 
| | 5 O 


+ See the Note, Page 47- 


_Frres:] 


of God, his dN; the Places have been 


; produced > however, a Congor dance will 
ſoon direct you to them; ſo it is unfair 
likewiſe to ſay, that yaw, is always uſed 
when 2 is ſaid 70 ſiwear. Conſtrue, your 
Friend ſays, Fſal. y. 7. Let all the h ]ͥm̃, 
execrate o; ſhip hip him, according to Hs 
Meaning. 
Yoo! ſee, Sir, it is not according to H's 
Meaning, nor the Signification of the Word; 
and it is hing, to take ſuch Methods to 
expoſe a Man; and it puts one under the 
Neceſſity of uſing Language one doth not 
chuſe to uſe; I don't know what Buſineſs 
this Note about ox, had in Page 47, but 
I ſhall paſs from jt to Page 50, where the 
Objection is urged more at large, having 
anſwered all between (except w at he ſays 
about H's Plan of Divinity, being new, 
which I am forry for) only leave this 
Queſtion for him to reflect upon, that ſince 
d' is plural and . Aingular, whether 
he doth not himſelf give judgment againſt 
the Evangeliſis who tranſlate: the one by 
the other ; as well as tranſlate both * 
and , by Kvgi@®-. | 
The Nuery, whether the Bring ples on 
which H. lays bis Evidence for the Chriſtian 
Kell gion be ſafe and conſonant ta Seripture, 
ariſes from a Surmiſe, that the Reaſon given 
for the Etymology of bnbte, is neitber ſaſe 


nor conſonant to Sr ture. Ax u- 


BY — 
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ARGUMENTS are much eaſier to be 
dealt with than Suſpicions and Surmiſes; 
But how is this Surmz/e founded ? Why, 
Firſt, it does not appear to me, ſays your 
Friend, from Scripture, that the Three Per- 
ſons in the Godhead, tid oblige themſehves by 
Oath, to redeem Mankind; e what” 
2s bere aſſerted, is a buld and unwarrantable 
Ay this is all we we have for the firſt 
Argument. I! does not appear to me; may 
I not take the Liberty of aſking who me is, 
that what me ſees ſhould be the Standard 
for every Body elſe to fee by? Where is the 
Conſequence, it doth not appear to me,. 
therefore - is bold — ee able? 125 
Pope might argue ſo, but the Engliſb Cler- 
2 Apologiſt he pretend to be, dif- 


claim all ſuch dictatorial Authority. It has 


been made to appear from Scripture, and 
refer to what has been wrote on the Subject. 
Secondly, That the Idea or Notion it con- 
wveys, is unworthy the Majeſty of God, for I 
aſk, wherefore was ſuch an Oath neceſſary ? 
SAINT Paul has told him, to give 
Mankind the ſtrongeſt Aſſurance poſſible. 
It was for our Sakes, not their own, they 
ſwore to perform the Covenant. 
Had the three Divine Perſons intended to 

redeem Mankind, was any other Security re- 
quifite to oblige them? To. 


> 
. 
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DW oblige them Who talks of any Sect» 
rity . to oblige them; or of the three 


Divine Perſons exacłing an Oath of one ano- 
ther ? This is all Surmiſe. 


Mo, it is an impious Suppoſition, 


Ir is ſo indeed; but the Suppoſitionis 4 


un. H. doth not give the leaſt Hint that 


way ; nor does — Conſtruction of Aleim 


require it. It only ſays, Jehovah made 
the Covenant of Grace, and ſwore they 
would put it into Execution ; and this the 
Scriptures aſſert over and over again. 


they only repeated their Oath ; that which 
they 0 to them to perform, was, what 


they had fare-ordained before the Foundation | 


of the World ; and the Oath Wk taken then 
Lo the lame, Reaſon i it is repeated 


Mankind might be convinced 5 the Im- 


When 
the Almighty ſwore to Abrabam and Dauid, 


that all | 


—_— 
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SEC „ 


mutability of the Counſel of God, when it 


- ſhould be revealed to them, that God had 


inter poſed himſelf by an Oath that it ſhould 
not fail: Did not a Oath to Abrabam or 


David oblige God tothe Performance of his 


Promiſe? God ſwore to them, that he | 


would redeem Mankind, not as if any Se- 


curity was requiſite to oblige him, but for 


the Reaſon above; and in the lame View, 
1255 ſwore at firſt to xedeemMankied. . 80 


W 95 * Thirdy, 


on to the Son alone ; and with the now fu 


79. 7 8 


the Father and Holy Ghoſt are not 


[164 ] : 
Thirdly, clear to him, in what Senſe the 


thre Perſons of the Godhead can be ſaid to 


eve iged rien mel ves by an Qath to redeem 


Which hef fays it is not at Pre- 
— 


Bar tet it be 


ſhown in what Senſe the Fa: 


cher and the Holy Ghoſt bad obliged themſelves 


by an Oath to redeem bim; conſiſtent with 


The other pofitive Declarations of Scripture, 


which a 5 the whole Work / Re _ 


ue Nagy of AT FRE 4 


Oath for that Purpoſe. — 
I don't ke this Paraptaph on on ey N. 


a8 In the firſt Place, let it be ſbeuun in 


what Senſe the Father and "Holy Ghoſt bad ob. 
liged themſelves by an Oath conſſtent with the 


— ed Neceſſity of obliging themſelves by 


an Oath, is not Senſe, In the next Place; 
there was no Neceſſit on their Side, but n 


ours, that they ſhould oblige themſelves by 
an Oath and I wiſh he would ſhew me, 


what he means, by ſhewing in what Senſe 
obliged themſelves, conſiſtent with the 


Neue of obliping themſelves ; and where 
H. ſuppoſes there was a Neceſity on their 


Side to oblige themſelves by an Oath. But 


the Scriptures poſitively qſeribe the. aohole 


Work of Redemption to tbe Son alone; er. 0, 
in 


** hd 
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ia our ſenſe, or did not ſwear to the Per- 


formance of the Covenant of Grace, 
Ir by Redemption your Friend means 
the Aboheinans for Sin, it is true, that Chriſt 


alone redeemed us from the Carle; if he 


means the 20e Counſel of God, or Covenant 


„ Grace, it is not true that the Scti ptures 


aſcribe the whole Work to the Son, for the 
aſcribe our Sanctiſication to the Holy Gboff, 
which is Part of the Work of our Re- 
demption, in the general Senſe of the Phraſe; 
and ſo is the Acceptance of an Atonement 


on the Pather's Part. m_ why can't your 
Friend fate the Caſe fairly, and confute H. 


from 70 own wad, ? Does he ſay an 


Where, that the Father and the He 
lg ſwore to redeem us from, i. e. to _— 

Atonement for our Sins? If not, ir eee 
an can 


charged with it? I am ſorry any 


condeſcend fo low; for wake the beſ# of 
dis Argument, it is but a Quibble upon the 
Word Redemption. = 


, _ 7 f. 1 hat the Redemption of Man- 
Son, 10as a =o voluntary, and 


— 4 ll AR. 


Ap does his freely and voluntarily 
ſwearing to do it, make it otherwiſe ? Is it 
one jot the leſs an Act of Grace and free 
Witl, becauſe he gave us the greateſt 
Affutance imaginable, he would do it? 


oO — 


Feb 
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8 3 is ſuppoſed his Sufferings were not an 
— 5 25 , fo which he bad obliged 
—_— by Oath, ** an Act of free Grace, 
ree Mill; fince no Reward is due to the 
Ok ervance of « an Oath, 


A Reward 7s due to the Obſervance of 
an Oath, at leaſt for doing what the Party 


aſſures another by Oath he would do for 


him. Suppoſe the Apologi/t and I owed a 
Sum of Money we could not pay ; and a 

Friend of ours out of pure Kindneſs, en- 
gages for us to pay the Debt at the Time 
appointed, and to quiet our Mind in the 
mean Time confirms his Promiſe by a ſo- 
lemn Oath; the Time comes, he pays the 
Debt, and we get a Diſcharge. — * I don't 
thank you Sir, cries I; you was obliged by 
* Oathto do it; it was an Af of Neceſſity, 
« no Reward is due to the Obſervance of an 


© Oath,” What would you not call me 


for arguing in this Manner ? (I muſt bor- 
row a Line or two out of the Apology for 
my own Uſe.—) © But ] forbear puſhing 
« this Doctrine to all the abſurd and Anti- 
3 [= ago Conſequences to which it is 

liable; and believe you will ſpare | me 
« the Trouble of ſlaying any thing more on 
« this Head; and I fancy, if your Friend 
had not ſaid ſo much, it ad been as well. 
The next two Pages, till he comes 70 con- 
clude, is meer invective, an Endeavour to 
- irritate 
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irritate our Betters againſt the Publication 
of H's Writings, becauſe he expreſſes him- 
ſelf a little % warmly in a Poſthumous 
Work, which it is likely he would have 
corrected, had he lived to have publiſhed 
it, but which the Editor I ſuppoſe thought 
he had no Right to alter; I mean ue the 
Devil, Ge. 555 
Again, Whether your Brethren” &c. 
THAT our Brethren, the Clergy, mean- 
ing ſome of them, have propagated flupid 
porſonous Stuff for Chriſtianity, I heartily 
wiſh were a Scandal uponthem ; and as for. 
the Univerſities, where is the Hurt in wiſh- 
ing them able to conſtrue the Hebrew. 
Scriptures without going to the Apoſtate 
Jeus, by which Means he apprehended, 
they would ſoon ſee, and real] ſo do I, 
the Claſſichs, Newtonian Philoſophy, Clark's 
Demonſtration of the &c,— —, and the 
other Books about natural Religion (which 
are the chief Study of the Juniors in the 
Univerſities, at leaſt were ſo in my Time) 
to be, the Clafſicks, meer Trumpery, in 
Compariſon of the Scripture ; and the 
others, ſtupid porſonous Stuff. = MY 
L your Friend look no further than 
the Beginning of this Letter, and if he can 
clear the Scriptures from what is there 
charged on it, as now tranſlated ; he will 
3." 4 make 


[ 108 } 
make it a n pal. Ad. 
vantage 


opoſed by Pub. 

lication of 56 Works) « UIZ. 7 he clearing 
of the Scriptures from the apparent Repug- 
nancy to the eftabliſhed Laws of Nature, may 
in ſome ſome Sort be obtained without it. 
As to the ſecond, The giving an Idea of that 
otherwiſe e v0 ble, but abſolutely ne- 
4 ary, Article of cur Faith, which — de- 
ares 0 be an Attempt, that deſerves to be 

4 touraged, the Range Man talks upon it, as 
we were in a TPopiſb Country, and Creds 

be impoſſibile, were good Divinity. 

The Church of England confeſſes, that this 

Dotirine is an Object of Faith, not of Sight. 
Ap do not the Scripture and Church 

of England both teach us, that it is not good 
for ihe Soul to be without Knowledge, that 
Faith comes by Hearing; and does not com- 
mon Senſe tell us, that no Man can believe, 
what he doth not underſtand? Can I affirm 
2 Propoſition to be true or falſe, the Terms 
of which I don't know the Meaning of? 
That fupid, Self-contradifting Notion of 
Eternal Generation, e.g. which ſome pre- 
tend to prove the Divinity of Chriſt by, 
and which came from an Apottate Few; is 
it poſſible for any ey Man to believe what 
is a Contradiction in Terms? Ca-eternal, 
and yet begotten ; one Perſon, the Fountain 
and Origin of the other two, one begotten 
by 


Wy . r 


„„ 
by one, and the other proceeding from them 
ta, and yet all rears Co-equal, . 
If I aſk what is meant by begetting in this 
Caſe, am I not anſwered, that vegettry 
doth not ſignify begetting ? and if I atk 
then, what you mean by one Perſon's be- 
getting another Perſon of the Godhead ; 

am anſwered, it is not to be explained; if 
ſo, if you do not know what you mean by 
it; then you can't be ſure it is in Scripture: 
If you don't know what you mean, you 
can't ſay, I contradict your Meaning; you 
confeſs you have no Meaning in the Words 
you ule ; and if you had, you might ex- 
nit, | 


Faith is the Evidence of T, hings not ſeen. 


4 , 


IT is ſo; but it is not the Evidence of 


Things not underſtood, that is a Contra- 
diction in Terms; that is not evident to 
me,—which my Mind doth not ſee, or 


| which I don't un erſtand 3 But 1 may and do 


believe what the Eye has not ſeen; and by 
the Help of borrowed Ideas fee the inuiſible 
Things of God and believe them; but can- 


not ſee or believe them without. But if 


our Church was contented with believing it 


knew not what ; or what it has no Idea of, 


as your Friend contends, with, looking on 


Faitb, as the Evidence 4 Things not under- 


ſlaad, why was the At 


anafian Creed given 


to explain and aſcertain, the Doctrine of the 
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Trinity; and if we can explain the Creed, 
and demonſirate what it ays to be true; 
n Hurt of it?! : 
I have now, Sir, gone throu h with the 
Apology, and examined every Fhing which 
bears the Form or Look of an Objection. 
I- have cited the Gentleman in his own 
Words, and hope, omitted nothing that 
was neceſſary to give my Reader a full View 
of the Argument, though I could ſuppoſe 
that this Thing of mine, ſhould come into 
any Hands which that karned Performance 
ſhould not, Upon the Whole, it appears 
to me, that the Author is in a Miſt, and 
was heartily reſolved, if poſſible, to thro ww. 
the ſame Miſt into the oo of others, in 
order to diſcourage the Subſer cription, and 
ſo hurt the Printer, who, I , is to have 
the Profit, and the Editors only their 
Trouble for their Pains ; being ſatisfied 
with the Reward that ariſes from a Con- 
viction, that they are _— real uſeful. 
Knowledge; the Cauſe of C res a 
and the real Credit of the oy | | 
I muſt beg leave to propoſe it to your 
Conſideration, and that of every other Ger⸗ 
gyman, whether if there be a Syſtem of 
Philoſophy in the Scripture, and thence 
Ideas be conveyed of the invifible Things of 
God (and nothing is oppoſed to this, but 
the maln aud n of the Enemie - 
of 


5 bd 
Cat} ja. 


of Chriſtanity) whether, he who ſhuts his 


Eyes againſt it, does notſhut hisEyes againſt 
the Word of God? and they who endeavour 
to prejudice others againſt it, be not doing as 
' Elymas did by the Deputy? and what an 
Aggravation is it for a Man to do this, who 
confeſſes he has not read the Author? Ex- 
amine, and then give Judgment, whether 
the Chriſtian, or the Apoſtates are in the 
right? Read what he has objected to a Va- 
cuum and occult Qualities ; ſee whether the 
Scriptures do aſſert a Plenum and aſcribe 
Motion to the impulſe of a Fluid, which 
penetrates the Pores of all other Bodies; and 
whoſe Power ariſes from a continual Cireu- 
lation of its Subſtance to and from the Sun; 
compare this with Experiments, and then 
judge between the Prophet and the Infidel, 
and ſay which was moſt likely to give us a 
true Account of the Works of God, Moſes 
or Newton, But to reje& what is offered 
without Reading it ; to condemn unſeen, 
any Thing wrote to explain the Scripture, 
is unworthy the Character of a Clergyman, 
whoſe Buſineſs it is to keep the moſt watch- 
ful Eye this Way, and read every Thing 
good or bad on the Scriptures, which Study, 
by his Profeſſion, ought to be his chief 
3 To ſuppoſe that our Su- 


periors in the Church will reject unſeen; 
and without carefully examining the _ 
| ; | 0 


E 
bf H's great Pretenſions, either diſregard 
without — them (ſince this cannot be 


an Affair of an indifferent Nature, and will 
either do a great deal of Good, or a great 


for them on this Account, is a bare- faced In. 
ſult upon their Judgment, and Charatter ; 
the greateſt Reflection that can be caſt upon 


deal of Hurt) and to pretend to apologiſe = 


them. I dare fay, they will examine, and 


either publickly eſpouſe, or ublickl 7 
1 y efpouſe, or p y oppeſe 


I TAxz it for granted, the Editors, 


who are in Expectation of Objections from 
Men of Character and Station will take no 

—— of an anonymous Pamphlet, og 
it preſume to call itſelf, their Apology, it 


not being to be ſuppoſed, that ſuch Men 
will dechne putting their Names to what 


they publiſh. No doubt, they have Ob- 
jections of Weight and Force, or Leer would 
not have given it out they had; and if they 

have, will certainly publiſh them in their 


own good Time, In the mean Time I 


chuſe to publiſh my Letter to , you, Sir, as 
an Anſwer to the hap £.; which, 


pn hopes il dan Wal of as 


Apology, — — A Friend's 


_— Reſolution, not to 2 8257 in iti 


indication. 28 . 
7 2 an, Sir, 


with Spent Erg e. 


bs 


bs 


thou ſo numerous. 


Heaven; p. 12. 
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The AuTroR's Abſence from the Preſs, : 
it's hoped will excuſe the following Errata, 


JDAGE 3. J. 26. for your r. their; p. 3. JI. 2. for 
" ſacred, r. Scripture ; ibid. J. 23. for ding, 
7, the Building; 4 5. J. 18. dele up; p. 8. I. 3. add, of 
7. for aſpiring, r. inſpired; p. 18, 
J. 28. for your, r. our; p. 22. J. 6, for the, this; 
p 25. J. ult. r. If his ——his Theology; p. 27. 


J. 1. r. imperceptible; ibid. ut. Reſpect. A; p. 31. 
L 5. for Jam, r. ſame; p. 37. J. 23. r. * we 
infer this; p. 42. J. 1. r. Angel; p. 43. J. 15. 
r. Suſtainers; p. 45. J. 5. r. very good; p. 47. I. 26. 


5. ma ſee; p· 50-1. 5. for ſays, . ſees; 10 52. & 8. 


for us, r. Marius; ibid. g. fer in, r. on; ge. b | 
23. add, The Words above; p. 60 J. 26. deleis; p. 
61. J. 16. for nor, r. or; p. 62. I. 1. r. the whole 
Scripture , p. 63. J 25. for WP, r. WP; ibid. J. 26, 
for WP, r. ; p. 65. J. 2. for the r. by; p. 67. 
J. 7. r. as they ; p. 75. J 14. ada, of; p. 27. J. 2. 
for d, r. MD; p. Bo. J. ult. for in affirms, r. 
affirms in; p. 83. . /a for gives, r. give; p. 8g. J. 2. 
add, of; p. 89. J. 19. for Determination, 7. Deri- 
vation; ibid 24. fer prick out, r. pick out; p. 96. J. 
18. dale the Comma; ibid. 28. add ts; p. 10g. J. 28. 
r. contends, with . 1 


